Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment

Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation

8marin_20110521_caviness |5222011 [Joan no Marin yes Keep Marin and Sonoma together but
Caviness separate from San Francisco

8marin_20110522_distasio 5222011 |Kathleen P no Larkspur Marin yes Do not put Marin with San Francisco
DiStasio

8marin_20110522_friefeld 5222011 |Wendy no Marin yes Keep Sonoma and Marin together
Friefeld

8marin_20110522_joint 5222011 [Charles Kiene |no Sausalito Marin yes Separate Marin from San Francisco
and Kathleen
Doyle

8marin_20110522_prince 5222011 |Nancy and no Novato Marin yes Include Marin with Sonoma and not with San
Carleton Francisco
Prince

8marin_20110522_raeuber 5222011 |Barbara no Mill Valley Marin yes Include Marin with Sonoma and not with San
Raeuber Francisco

8marin_20110522_thomas 5222011 [William no Marin yes Link Marin to Sonoma, not to San Francisco
Thomas
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Counties
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Geographic Comment:
Streets/Rivers/Other
Dividers

Neighborhood
Comment?

Community
of Interest?

COIl: Social Interest (s)

COIl: Economic Interest

(s)

8marin_20110521_caviness

Marin, Sonoma, San
Francisco

no

yes

Marin and Sonoma are
adjacent, family oriented
communities and share
many activities and
interests

8marin_20110522_distasio

Marin, San Francisco

no

yes

Marin cares about 101
corridor to Santa Rosa, 37
to Napa, grass fires, light
pollution, Mt. Tam
watershed, Russian River
resevoir, shopping in
Novato

8marin_20110522_friefeld

Sonoma, Marin

no

yes

Shared and burgeoning
biotech industry

8marin_20110522_joint

Marin, San Francisco

no

yes

Marin and Sonoma
supplied by a watershed,
community planning,
environmental concerns

8marin_20110522_prince

Marin, Sonoma, San
Francisco

no

yes

Marin and Sonoma are
suburban, rural, older,
entrenched. Share similar
histories, family values,
daily experiences

Marin and Sonoma have
similar economic bases
(agricultural)

8marin_20110522_raeuber

Marin, Sonoma, San
Francisco

no

yes

Marin and Sonoma are
family-oriented, suburban,
many outdoor activities,
significant rural area

8marin_20110522_thomas

Marin, Sonoma, San
Francisco

no

yes

Marin and Sonoma have
low population density,
suburban, family living
areas, rural, topography

Marin and Sonoma are
primarily agricultural
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8marin_20110521_caviness no
8marin_20110522_distasio no
8marin_20110522_friefeld no
8marin_20110522_joint no
8marin_20110522_prince no
8marin_20110522_raeuber no
8marin_20110522_thomas no
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8sonoma_20110521_stedman |5222011 |Gordon no Sonoma yes Line-drawing advice. My first choice is for
Stedman entire counties to stand alone. Second
choice two or more adjacent counties. Third
if a county must be split then it should be as
geometrically concise. No districts with arms
sticking out.
8sonoma_20110522_davis 5222011 |Tamara no Sonoma yes Sonoma County be included in districts that
Chapman have the same industries and interests, NOT
Davis WITH SF and Marin. SFMarin problems and
solutions are not the same as ours.
8sonoma_20110522_rhymes 5222011 [|Heidi Rhymes |no yes Petaluma should not be separated from the
rest of Sonoma County, particularly Cotati,
Rohnert Park and Santa Rosa.
8sonoma_20110522_robb- 5222011 |Sukey Robb- |no yes establish districts that elect more than one
wilder Wilder member to the legislative body. Multi-
member representation will give COls a
better chance of being represented in
government than our current winner-take-all
contests
8smateo_20110518_chapman|5182011 |[Dave no yes Do not draw anything that looks like the
2 Chapman current CD 15. (provides map of CD 15 to
(2nd email show what not to do)
that day with

map of CD 15)
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8sonoma_20110521_stedman no no

8sonoma_20110522_davis no no

8sonoma_20110522_rhymes no yes Petaluma is far more a
part of their northern sister
towns than of Marin. They
are more geographically,
socially and politically
connected and should
share the same
representative.

8sonoma_20110522_robb- no no

wilder

8smateo_20110518_chapman no no

2
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8sonoma_20110521_stedman no

8sonoma_20110522_davis no

8sonoma_20110522_rhymes no

8sonoma_20110522_robb- no

wilder

8smateo_20110518_chapman no

2
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8alameda_20110516_williams |5162011 |David no yes The Tri-Valley is comprised of Livermore,
Williams Pleasanton, Dublin, San Ramon and Sunol

with a total population of about 264,000. Our
valley is located about 25 miles southeast of
Oakland along the 580 and 680 freeways

7sclara_20110518_maxwell 15182011 [Shirley no yes redistrict areas that were the last to join
Maxwell 95125 zip code. Why should homes that
have been in zip code 95125 for more than
49 yrs be part of redistricting instead of
newcomers to 95125 zip code?

8marin_20110515_arild2 5152011 |Jon Arild no yes draw the lines such that Sonoma County to
the north is part and parcel of one district. Of
all the counties that are possible partners,
Sonoma most closely resembles the type of
district that Marin would be by itself

8marin_20110516_anderson 5162011 |[Bruce yes Marinwood Community Marin yes The current CD 6 works very well for our
Anderson Services Board, residents. Make sure future districts include
Director. Personal both Marin and Sonoma and no part of SF or
opinion - not Contra Costa.

necessarily reflective
of the entire CSD
board

8marin_20110519 clark 5192011 |Sharon Clark |no Marin yes Marin be combined with Sonoma as we have
greater similarities with our northern
neighbor than the east bay communities or
San Francisco.
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8alameda_20110516_williams no yes major air and noise quality |Originally our valley was
challenges, heavily agricultural and partially
traveled major route remains so with expanding
between the central valley |wineries, healthy open
and the bay area, labs are |land conservation and
major national centers of |parks, school curriculum
defense and energy and a rodeo. Many
research, and homeland |companies have moved
security is, of course, here
important, community
college expanding

7sclara_20110518_maxwell no no

8marin_20110515_arild2 no yes Hwy 101 which is the many joint interests such
major artery through both |[as the SMART project
counties

8marin_20110516_anderson no no

8marin_20110519 clark no no
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8alameda_20110516_williams no When the very wise
California voters passed
prop 11 in 2008 and prop
20in 2010, your
commission was
established. What we
Californians were really
voting for was better
governments

7sclara_20110518_maxwell no

8marin_20110515_arild2 no

8marin_20110516_anderson no

8marin_20110519 clark no
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8marin_20110519_ferrell 5192011 [John Ferrell |no Marin yes As a Marin resident | do NOT want my
districts to be lumped in with San Francisco.
8marin_20110519_genolio2 5192011 [Marge no Marin yes Keep Marin and Sonoma counties together
Genolio
8marin_20110519_graber 5192011 |Linda Graber |no Marin yes Marin and Sonoma should be one district.
8marin_20110519_greer2 5192011 |Leslie Greer |no Marin yes Marin County should remain in the same
district as Sonoma County
8marin_20110519_orton 5192011 [Mick Orton no Marin yes Neither Marin nor Sonoma should be
included as part of San Francisco.
8marin_20110516_boyce 5162011 |N Edward no yes Marin and Sonoma counties must remain
Boyce, Jr. together
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8marin_20110519 ferrell no no
8marin_20110519_genolio2 no no
8marin_20110519_graber no yes Marin is much more Both merging into one
middle class and family economic unit agriculture,
oriented than San businesses in high tech,
Francisco is today. tourism, gastronomy, go
urmet retail foods, lifestyle
products related to wine
country living, and
business services related
to the wine country. Do not
put Marin with East
County.
8marin_20110519_greer2 no no
8marin_20110519 orton no yes SF is an urban Marin and Sonoma share
environment with a largely |a corridor of business and
adult population, losing economic interests along
families and children, with |101
an altogether different
character and different
political interests than
Marin and Sonoma;
education, recreation
8marin_20110516_boyce no yes close common interests  |close common interests

related to water,
transportation,

related to agriculture, and
rural suburban setting
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8marin_20110519 ferrell no
8marin_20110519_genolio2 no
8marin_20110519_graber no
8marin_20110519_greer2 no
8marin_20110519 orton no
8marin_20110516_boyce no
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8marin_20110516_marshall 15162011 [Shawn no Marin yes Keep Marin and Sonoma counties together
Marshall in the 6th District
8marin_20110516_matas 5162011 |Barbara no yes Keep Sonoma and Marin together. Do not
Matas combine them with East Bay or San
Francisco
8marin_20110516_mcdonnell 15162011 |Berta no yes Keep Marin with Sonoma. Not with SF.
McDonnell
8marin_20110516_parr 5162011 [Jeff Parr no yes The 6th Congressional district should not be
altered. There are communities of interest in
Marin and Sonoma counties
8marin_20110516_stampfli 5162011 |Lise Stampfli |yes Flood Mitigation yes retain the integrity of the 6th CD including
Torme League of Ross Valley, Marin and Sonoma counties.
President
8marin_20110519_pfeifer 5192011 |Linda Pfeifer |no Marin yes District 3 should begin at the Golden Gate

Bridge and extend through Marin, Sonoma,
Mendocino and Humboldt Counties to create
one new senate district.
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8marin_20110516_marshall

no

yes

share many similar issues
and, increasingly, shared
resources with respect to
transportation, suburban
development and
agricultural concerns

8marin_20110516_matas

no

yes

Sonoma and Marin are
both moderately
populated. Both areas are
considered a suburb of
SF. We have a focus on
maintaining our open
space. We have similar
transportation challenges
and housing concerns

8marin_20110516_mcdonnell

no

no

8marin_20110516_parr

no

yes

Joint cooperation between
the counties has been in
evidence for years

labor and farming interests
vital to the district.

8marin_20110516_stampfli

no

yes

share geographical,
cultural, physical ties,
share strong
environmental values, tax
themselves to provide
better education and
public amenities, share
water sources

share economic ties

8marin_20110519_pfeifer

no

no
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8marin_20110516_marshall no
8marin_20110516_matas no
8marin_20110516_mcdonnell no
8marin_20110516_parr no
8marin_20110516_stampfli no
8marin_20110519_pfeifer no
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8marin_20110520_britt 5202011 [Joyce E. Britt |no Marin yes Marin with Sonoma
8marin_20110520_burns 5202011 |[Susan Burns |no Marin yes Marin and Sonoma, as we have so much
more in common than for Marin to be tacked
onto Contra Costa or San Francisco
8marin_20110520_geary_| 5202011 |Joseph M. no Marin yes join Marin County with Sonoma County in
Geary drawing district lines.
8marin_20110520_geary_s 5202011 [Suzanne no Marin yes Marin and Sonoma, not with SF
Geary
8marin_20110520_jang 5202011 |Kernan Jang |no Marin yes Leep Marin County whole within all three
districts and to include it with portions of
Sonoma County, and do not include Marin
with any of Contra Costa or San Francisco.
8marin_20110520_mcgarry 15202011 |Clement no Marin yes Combining Marin with something other than
McGarry Sonoma (either the East Bay or SF) would

orphan Marin to the urban problems of those
regions.
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8marin_20110520_britt no yes Marin is, in many respects,
the playground of the Bay
Area, a unique broken
shore, a peninsula with a
coast line of other
peninsulas--a place of
spectacular beauty which
we seek to preserve.

8marin_20110520_burns no no

8marin_20110520_geary_| no yes Transportation, business,
residential and commuting
interests join Marin and
Sonoma counties more
each year resulting in a
diminishing focus on San
Francisco as a focal point.

8marin_20110520_geary_s no no

8marin_20110520_jang no no

8marin_20110520_mcgarry no no
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8marin_20110520_britt no
8marin_20110520_burns no
8marin_20110520_geary_| no
8marin_20110520_geary_s no
8marin_20110520_jang no
8marin_20110520_mcgarry no
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8marin_20110520_monson 5202011 [Julie Monson |no Marin yes Marin feels an affinity with Sonoma County
not with the urban areas of San Francisco or
East Bay.
8marin_20110520_reynolds 15202011 [Johnson no Marin yes Keep Marin and Sonoma together, perhaps
Reynolds include other counties to have adequate
population for CA Assembly, Senate, U.S.
Representative to represent.
8marin_20110520_waldt 5202011 |Deb Waldt no Marin yes do not merge Marin County with the San
Francisco district. Marin (especially northern
Marin) has a long history of connectedness
with southern Sonoma County
8marin_20110521_eller 5212011 |Margy Eller no Marin yes Recommends a district with all of Marin and
a gradual lifting north from the Marin County
line to bring in the additional 200k needed. It
appears that Santa Rosa may be excluded.
8napa_20110520_benvenuto 15202011 [Michelle yes Winegrowers of Napa Napa yes counties of Lake, Napa, Mendocino, and
Benvenuto County, Executive Sonoma in one CD

Director
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8marin_20110520_monson no no
8marin_20110520_reynolds no yes common interests-Smart
Train,
Transporation,Immigration
issues towns, cities with
similarities, populations
that relate together.
8marin_20110520_waldt no yes numerous agricultural
industries (such as dairy,
poultry, wineries)
8marin_20110521_eller no no
8napa_20110520_benvenuto no yes business and individuals in

these counties are actively
involved in grape growing
and wine making that has
significant regional,
national and international
economic and social
benefits.
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8marin_20110520_monson no

8marin_20110520_reynolds no

8marin_20110520_ waldt no

8marin_20110521_eller no

8napa_20110520_benvenuto no
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8napa_20110520_jackel 5202011 |Dianne Jackel |no Napa yes Counties contiguous to Napa County with
similar interests are Sonoma, Yolo,
Mendocino, Lake and the ruralagricultural
part of Marin
7sclara_20110519_siliconvalle|5192011 |[Kirk Everett |yes Silicon Valley Santa Clara |yes recognize Silicon Valley region as a COl, that
yleadershipgrp forwards Leadership Group Kirk should remain in tact in state and federal
letter; Carl Everett, Vice legislative districts
Guardino President,
signs letter Government Relations
and Tax Policy Carl
Guardino, President
and CEO
8marin_20110517_adams 5172011 |Susan L. no yes consider redrawing 6th CD to include Marin
Adams and Sonoma
8marin_20110517_guldman |5172011 [Sandra no yes Keep Marin and Sonoma in a CD. Do not
Guldman include SF and Western Contra Costa.
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8napa_20110520_jackel no no
7sclara_20110519_siliconvalle no yes population of 3 million home to 1.3 million jobs,
yleadershipgrp people top research and
development center in the
world. Silicon Valleys
innovation economy has
been the economic regime
for CA and the world. Total
employment in five key
green job sectors
accounts for 14 of all jobs
in the region
8marin_20110517_adams no yes both counties share a thriving agricultural
contiguous border, Hwy  |economy, some family run
101, establishing farms and ranches are
intercounty transportation |part of both counties
system SMART, same
water source, growing
Hispanic community,
commute between
counties for jobs
8marin_20110517_guldman no no
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8napa_20110520_jackel no Thank you so much for
doing what you are doing.
We are very hopeful that
each of Californias new
districts will fairly reflect
our citizens diverse
populations and various
interests so that everyone
wins.

7sclara_20110519_siliconvalle no

yleadershipgrp

8marin_20110517_adams no

8marin_20110517_guldman no
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8marin_20110517_mitchell 5172011 |Bob Mitchell |no yes Marin County should not share a district with
the East Bay or San Francisco.
8marin_20110517_pierce 5172011 |Deanna no yes Marin and Sonoma County Should Be in The
Pierce Same Congressional District. Do not include
SF or Western Contra Costa
8marin_20110517_spotswood |5172011 |[Dick yes Marin Independent yes Marin and Sonoma are a COI
Spotswood, Journal
columnist
8marin_20110517_wallace 5172011 |William no yes The MarinSonoma areas that encompass
Wallace Senate District 3 need to be decoupled from
those of San Francisco.
8marin_20110518_dorinson  |5182011 |[Cathleen no yes Marin and Sonoma Counties need to be kept
Dorinson together because they have much more in

common with each other than they do with
SF, the East Bay or more northern counties.
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8marin_20110517_mitchell

no

yes

Marin has affinity is with
Sonoma and the North
Coast -- a generally rural
setting and life style

8marin 20110517 pierce

no

yes

share environmental
concerns, significant
suburban population,
common water source,
common transportation
system with Sonoma

large agricultural
economy, People in both
counties shop in Marin
and Sonoma counties.

8marin_20110517_spotswood

no

yes

share historic interest,
suburban-rural culture,
and most residents of 2
counties not commuting to
SF but rather working in
North Bay.

8marin_20110517_wallace

no

yes

8marin_20110518 dorinson

no

yes

The level of development,
kinds of transportation
issues, open space,
agricultural lands, etc. are
more similar to each other
than other nearby counties
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8marin_20110517_mitchell no
8marin 20110517 pierce no
8marin_20110517_spotswood no
8marin_20110517_wallace Four San Francisco zip no
codes (94102, 94109,
94110, and 94133) have,
in aggregate, a greater
political voice in District 3
than all the District 3
voters of Sonoma County.
8marin_20110518 dorinson no
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8marin_20110518_fairfaxtown |5182011 [Fairfax Town [yes Fairfax Town Council yes For ADCDSD, keep Marin County aligned
council Council with Sonoma County and not with SFContra
testimony, Costa.
signed by
Larry
Bragman,
Mayor
8marin_20110518_gaman 5182011 |Barbara no yes | would like you to consider maintaining the
Gaman sixth district as it is, aligned with Sonoma
County
8marin_20110518_jain_j 5182011 |Jinendra Jain |no yes expand Marin north and not South to SF
8marin_20110518_jain_k 5182011 |Katherine Jain |no yes Include Marin with North SF Bay towns. Do
not combine with SF
8marin_20110518_mcentyre 5182011 [Barbara no yes Keep Marin County in ONE congressional
McEntyre district and have that district be composed of
Marin and Sonoma counties, NOT Marin-SF
8marin_20110518_pierce 5182011 |Tom Pierce |no yes Marin and Sonoma County Should Be in The
Same Congressional District
8marin_20110518_post 5182011 |Penelope Post|no yes Marin belongs with Sonoma
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8marin_20110518_fairfaxtown no yes Marin shares with Sonoma
council watersheds, coastal
regions, inland rural,
agricultural, bay lands only
with Sonoma County.
8marin_20110518_gaman no yes both are small rural
districts with mutual
interests.
8marin_20110518_jain_j no no
8marin_20110518_jain_k no no
8marin_20110518_mcentyre no yes If Marin is connected with
SF, | am certain Marin
concerns will simply be
ignored. Current state
senator appears to be only
focused on SF.
8marin_20110518_pierce no yes geographically and economy of each county is
politically linked together, |based on agriculture and
common water source light manufacturing
8marin_20110518_post no yes interdependent economic

unit in every sphere--
health care, common
watershed, transportation,
jobs and commutes,
taxation, and land history,
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8marin_20110518_fairfaxtown no

council

8marin_20110518_gaman no

8marin_20110518 jain_| no

8marin_20110518_jain_k no

8marin_20110518_mcentyre no

8marin_20110518_pierce no

8marin_20110518_post no
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8marin_20110518_smirnoff 15182011 [Victoria no yes Keep Marin Sonoma Together
Smirnoff
8napa_20110518_cuney 5182011 |Dianne Cuney |yes Lake Berryessa yes Napa, is a Rural Ag. county that would be
Chamber of best joined with other Ag. Counties ie, Yolo,
Commerce, President Sonoma, Lake and Mendo.
8sonoma_20110520_britton  |5202011 |Zachary no Sonoma yes separate Sonoma and Marin counties,
Britton combine Sonoma with Napa. Add from Napa
and Lake Counties to the east, and
Mendocino County to the north if extra
population is needed. Absorb Marin County
(as a whole) into another congressional
district.
8sonoma_20110520_durrett 15202011 |Margot Durrett|no Sonoma yes Keep Sonoma County together including
Cloverdale. We (Cloverdale) have more in
common with Santa Rosa than areas to the
north.
8sonoma_20110520_engblom 5202011 |[Katha no Sonoma yes keep Sonoma County whole. For more
Engblom population, consider going north andor east,

and DO NOT include us with the San
Francisco and Marin County areas.
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8marin_20110518_smirnoff no yes two counties have more in |two counties have more in
common with each other |common with each other
regarding population, regarding demographics,
transportation (Hwy, life style, business
SMART Train) and water |environment, non profit
needs than Marin has with |environment then Marin
any other contiguous has with any other
county. contiguous county.
8napa_20110518_cuney no yes agricultural economies
8sonoma_20110520_britton no yes We are both agricultural
minded counties with
strong urban centerstourist
industries
8sonoma_20110520_durrett no no
8sonoma_20110520_engblom no no
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8marin_20110518_smirnoff no

8napa_20110518_cuney no

8sonoma_20110520_britton no Thank you very much for
your consideration and for
this invaluable opportunity
to voice my opinion,

8sonoma_20110520_durrett no

8sonoma_20110520_engblom no Thank you for the hard
work you are doing on the
commission. | know that
you are making every
effort to ensure fair
representation for all of
California.
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8sonoma_20110520_gatley 15202011 [Elizabeth no Sonoma yes Do not combine Marin with Sonoma.
Gatley
8sonoma_20110520_mcclusk 15202011 [Annah no Sonoma yes Keep Sonoma County be kept as whole as
ey McCluskey possible and when more population is
needed to meet requirements, we want to go
north and east to find counties with common
concerns..DO NOT link us to San Francisco.
8sonoma_20110520_owen 5202011 |Elizabeth no Sonoma yes It is very important to retain the connection of
Owen Sonoma and Marin counties. Please do not
separate
8napa_20110518_kirtlink 5182011 [Janet Kirtlink |no yes Napa County should be connected with Lake

County,Sonoma and Mendocino, possibly
Yolo too.
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8sonoma_20110520_gatley no yes Marin folk do not come up [Marin residents are much
to Sonoma. Sonoma has a|more wealthy than
much stronger connection |Sonoma residents (see
with counties to the north, (linked reports)
such as Mendocino and
Humboldt, and from the
east, such as Napa.
8sonoma_20110520_mcclusk no no
ey
8sonoma_20110520 owen no no
8napa_20110518_Kkirtlink no yes These counties are wine

growing and tourism areas
as well. People in these
counties share hospitals,
recreational activities
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8sonoma_20110520_gatley no Thank you for all the hard
work you are doing and for
taking the time to listen to
all the citizens who have
attended all your hearings.
This is an amazing
process and | feel lucky to
be a part of this

8sonoma_20110520_mcclusk no

ey

8sonoma_20110520 owen no

8napa_20110518_Kkirtlink no
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8smateo_20110518_chapman|5182011 [Dave no yes The coastal areas from Pacifica to Capitola
Chapman are one district. Silicon Valley proper is one
district. The current CD 15 is a perfect
example of what not to do. (see cities and
streetsrivers columns for how to draw CD)
8smateo_20110518_cumming |5182011 [Mark no yes town of Atherton should be in the same
S Cummings district as Menlo Park, Stanford and Palo
Alto.
8sonoma_20110516_basile |5162011 [Elizabeth no yes Please keep Sonoma Countys
Basile Congressional district intact.
8sonoma_20110518_bissiri 15182011 |Robert Bissiri |no yes Sonoma county is agricultural and should not
be linked to Marin or San Francisco but with
Mendocino, Lake and Napa.
8sonoma_20110518_healy 5182011 |Mike Healy yes City of Petaluma, yes use the Golden Gate Bridge as a natural
Councilmember break point for AD, CD, SD. Keep Marin and
Sonoma together.
8sonoma_20110518_wickwire 15182011 |Terri Wickwire |no yes Keep Marin and Sonoma together.
8ccosta_20110519_vonheede |5192011 |Georgean yes Sallmann, Yang yes shared regional priorities, transportation
r Vonheeder- Alameda, An interests, civic and business groups.
Leopold Accountancy
Corporation

Page 37



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8smateo_20110518_chapman (includes map showing the |Woodside, Atherton, Menlo[no no
following) E SF could be Park, and East Palo Alto
added to District 8. Daly could be made part of
City could be made part of |District 15, if needed to
District 12, if they would adjust population. Los
rather not be part of the Gatos, Saratoga, and
Coastal District. Continued [northern San Jose could
in (streetsrivers) be made part of District 16,
if needed to adjust
population.
8smateo_20110518_cumming no no
S
8sonoma_20110516_basile no no
8sonoma_20110518_bissiri no no
8sonoma_20110518_healy no yes water systems
interconnected, SMART
only involves these two
counties, upgrading Hwy
101 together
8sonoma_20110518_wickwire no yes water, transportation agriculture, rural-suburban
setting
8ccosta_20110519_vonheede no no

r
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8smateo_20110518_chapman no

8smateo_20110518_cumming no

S

8sonoma_20110516_basile no

8sonoma_20110518_bissiri no

8sonoma_20110518_healy no Thank you for volunteering
for this very important task
in our democratic process.

8sonoma_20110518_wickwire no

8ccosta_20110519_vonheede no

r
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8ccosta_20110520_barton 5202011 |Linda Barton, |[yes Mayors of Town of yes Keep Tri-Valley together.
Karen Danville, Cities of
Stepper, Tim Dublin, Livermore,
Sbranti, Pleasanton, San
Marshall Ramon
Kamena,
Jennifer
Hosterman, H.
Abram Wilson
8ccosta_20110520_valadez |5202011 [Monique yes Wally Parks NHRA Chino Contra Costa |yes maintaining the composition of the 61st
Valadez Motorsports Museum, Assembly District, which includes the cities
Education and Public of Chino, Montclair, Ontario and Pomona.
Relations Manager
8sonoma_20110522_katz 5222011 |Rosalind Katz |no Cloverdale Sonoma yes retain our small (pop. approx. 8,500) citys
mutually beneficial connectivity to the rural
communities and counties (Cloverdale with
northern Sonoma County(NoSoCo))
8sonoma_20110522_rozkatz |5222011 [Roz Katz no Cloverdale Sonoma yes retain our small (pop. approx. 8,500) citys

mutually beneficial connectivity to the rural
communities and counties (Cloverdale with
northern Sonoma County(NoSoCo))
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8ccosta_20110520_barton no yes Residents of our five cities |we have similar
depend on the same demographics and
transportation networks sources of employment,
,our children play in the businesses have formed
same sports leagues, and |partnerships throughout
local governments the area,
collaborate on a multitude
of regional projects
8ccosta_20110520_valadez no yes When you peel back the
outermost layers of a
community, you begin to
see very common threads
the same dreams, hope
and vision for a better life.
8sonoma_20110522_katz no yes strong natural and economic and
historical bonds of environmental challenges
common business is critical; reliance on each
interests, goals, other for our economic
demographics development but also to
retaining our place at the
decision table
8sonoma_20110522_rozkatz no yes strong natural and

historical bonds of
common business
interests, goals,
demographics
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8ccosta_20110520_barton all partners in the Tri- no We recognize the fact that
Valley Housing and the Citizens Redistricting
Opportunity Center, Tri- Commission has a unique
Valley Transportation and challenging
Council, Tri-Valley responsibility
Community Television, Tri-
Valley Convention and
Visitors Bureau, Tri-Valley
Business Council, I-GATE
8ccosta_20110520 valadez no
8sonoma_20110522_katz no
8sonoma_20110522_rozkatz no
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8sonoma_20110522_wagele (5222011 [James no Cloverdale Sonoma yes Cloverdale is a rural town on the Sonoma
Wagele County side of the Mendocino-Sonoma
border whose interests are much more
closely aligned with the rural areas to our
north, east and west. Little in common with
population-centers of Santa Rosa-Petaluma
and Marin
8marin_20110516_ravasio 5162011 |Patricia Field |no Corte Madera yes Please keep Marin and Sonoma interlinked.
Ravasio
8marin_20110519_willis 5192011 |Richard Willis |no Corte Madera Marin yes | write to ask you to clearly separate
MarinSonoma from San Francisco.
Politicians from SF do not care about
MarinSonoma
8ccosta_20110518_chapman |5182011 |[Susan no Danville yes Tri-Valley cities of Danville, Livermore,
Chapman Dublin, San Ramon and Pleasanton be kept

together. If need more, include towns such
as Walnut Creek and Lamorinda, by going
north into valley along Hwy 680. See
attached map
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8sonoma_20110522_wagele

no

yes

Please keep us as part of
the rural north.

8marin_20110516_ravasio

no

yes

Marin has very little in
common with San
Francisco from any
geopolitical standpoint,
and with Sonoma we
share our water,
transportation, agriculture
AND our ruralparkland
characteristics

8marin_20110519_willis

no

yes

Our two suburbansemi
ruralopen space counties
share many cultural and
economic interests and
have almost nohing in
common with the city,
which seems to fade into
big city union dominated
economic failures and
corruption as each year
goes by.

8ccosta_20110518_chapman

no

yes

shared regional priorities,
transportation interests

civic and business groups
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8sonoma_20110522_wagele no

8marin_20110516_ravasio no Regards to Jerry. Great
work on San Quentin. Now
turn it into public space

8marin_20110519_willis no

8ccosta_20110518_chapman no
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8ccosta_20110520_heinzer 15202011 [Jim Heinzer |no Danville Contra Costa |yes residents along the 680 Freeway corridor in
San Ramon Valley should be in the same
legislative and congressional districts,
8ccosta_20110521_pandell 5212011 [Jerome C. yes Tri-Valley Coalition Danville Contra Costa |yes Tri-Valley cities of Danville, Livermore,
Pandell Dublin, San Ramon and Pleasanton be kept
together. If need more, include towns such
as Walnut Creek and Lamorinda, by going
north into valley along Hwy 680. See
attached map
8ccosta_20110521_link 5212011 |Judy Link yes Tri-Valley Coalition Diablo Contra Costa |yes Tri-Valley cities of Danville, Livermore,
Dublin, San Ramon and Pleasanton be kept
together. If need more, include towns such
as Walnut Creek and Lamorinda, by going
north into valley along Hwy 680.
8marin_20110516_mendenhal |5162011 |Robert Miles |no Forestville Sonoma yes The 6th Congressional district should not be
I Mendenhall County altered except based on demographic

changes documented by the last Census
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8ccosta_20110520_heinzer

no

yes

there is a comminality of
interests and concerns of
residents of the San
Ramon Valley that is
different from residents of
say San Francisco or
Berkeley greater of home
ownership, employment,
culture, leisure time
pursuits

8ccosta_20110521_pandell

no

yes

shared regional priorities,
transportation interests
(expansion of BART as
well as urbansuburban
growth)

shared civic and business
groups

8ccosta_20110521_link

no

yes

This area and its citizens
work well together and are
dependent on each for
business and future
growth opportunities. The
mayors and councils work
together on issues and
concerns for the greater
good of the area.

8marin_20110516_mendenhal

no

yes
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8ccosta_20110520_heinzer no

8ccosta_20110521_pandell no

8ccosta_20110521_link no

8marin_20110516_mendenhal|vital to all legitimate no

I interests pubilc, economic,

political, etc.
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8marin_20110520_appell 5202011 |Allen Appell |yes San Francisco State  [Kentfield Marin yes Marin should not be joined with East Bay
University, Professor districts
of Business

8marin_20110518_guehring |5192011 [Ross no Larkspur yes Linking Marin to unrelated regions of Contra

Guehring Costa or SF in a CD would be illogical. Keep
it with Sonoma.

8ccosta_20110520_acuff 5202011 [Mary Beth no Livermore yes Tri-Valley cities of Danville, Livermore,

Acuff Dublin, San Ramon and Pleasanton be kept
together. If need more, include towns such
as Walnut Creek and Lamorinda, by going
north into valley along Hwy 680.

7sclara_20110520_townoflosg|5202011 [Joe Pirzynski |[yes Mayor, Town of Los Los Gatos Santa Clara |yes Keep West Valley communities together Los

Gatos, Monte Sereno, Saratoga, Campbell,
Cupertino
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8marin_20110520_appell no yes SF urban, renters, higher
crime rates, single people.
Marin suburban,
homeowners (home
maintenance, taxes),
lower crime rates, wildlife
and predators (gun
usage), water rights and
irrigation, families with
children in school

8marin_20110518_guehring no no

8ccosta_20110520_acuff no no

7sclara_20110520_townoflosg no yes share geographic features

atos

NW slopes of Santa Cruz
mountains and
watersheds, common
transportation network
(Hwys 9, 85, 17), resident
service delivery (sewer,
water, fire, police),
overlapping school
districts, coordinate
governances
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8marin_20110520_appell no

8marin_20110518_guehring no

8ccosta_20110520_acuff no

7sclara_20110520_townoflosg no

atos
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8marin_20110516_kleege 5162011 [Joyce Kleege |no Novato yes include Novato with Sonoma County, or if it

must be with Marin County, so be it. But do
not include Novato with SF.

8sonoma_20110522_young 5222011 |Scott Young |no Petaluma Sonoma yes Marin should not be lumped together with
San Francisco, Richmond or Vallejo.

8sonoma_20110520_renee |5202011 [Tiffany Renee |yes City of Petaluma, Petaluma Sonoma yes maintain unified elected representation for
Councilmember Sonoma and Marin Counties north of the
Golden Gate Bridge.
8alameda_20110517_laursen |5172011 [Joan Laursen |yes Pleasanton Unified Pleasanton Alameda yes Please draw our assembly boundaries to
School District, keep all Pleasanton residents within the
Member of Board of same assembly district or, at the very least,
Trustees keep us with other Tri-Valley cities
8alameda_20110517_limesan |5172011 |Elizabeth no Pleasanton Alameda yes would appreciate it if Pleasanton, CA were all
d Limesand in one assembly district, rather than split

between three assemblypersons
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8marin_20110516_kleege no yes Novato has farms and
open space and are happy
to keep it so they can visit
the wide open spaces we
pay for gladly, and want to
keep it that way.
8sonoma_20110522_young no yes Marin County is closer to
Sonoma County with no
toll bridges to cross, less
dangerous traffic, better
parking options for
meetings and has similar
concerns as Sonoma
county residents
8sonoma_20110520_renee no no
8alameda_20110517_laursen no yes current assemblymembers |Pleasanton is part of the
have to divide their Tri-Valley area our
attention between their businesses, charitable
more populous home organizations, and
areas and us. educational partners work
together with other Tri-
Valley members -
Pleasanton, Dublin,
Livermore, San Ramon.
Much less in common with
communities closer to
Bay.
8alameda_20110517_limesan no yes

d
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8marin_20110516_kleege no
8sonoma_20110522_young no
8sonoma_20110520_renee no
8alameda_20110517_laursen |Pleasanton is a very no
distinct community, with
one unified school district,
excellent city
management, and our
motto is the city of planned
progress. Very unified
despite diversity
8alameda_20110517_limesan |Pleasantons no
d representation is so
watered down by having it
so fractured
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8alameda_20110517_piderit

5172011

Sandy Piderit

yes

Educate Pleasanton
httpeducatepleasanton
.wordpress.com Page

Pleasanton

Alameda

yes

include all of Pleasanton in a single district
for the state assembly. If necessary to
include more than 1 city within AD, the cities
of Dublin and Livermore (known as the tri-
valley area).

8ccosta_20110518_ravnik

5182011

Diane Ravnik

no

Pleasanton

yes

Tri-Valley cities of Danville, Livermore,
Dublin, San Ramon and Pleasanton be kept
together. If need more, include towns such
as Walnut Creek and Lamorinda, by going
north into valley along Hwy 680.

8ccosta_20110520_belding

5202011

Ward Belding

no

Pleasanton

Contra Costa

yes

Tri-Valley cities of Danville, Livermore,
Dublin, San Ramon, Pleasanton be kept
together in redistricting. Can include Walnut
Creek, Lamorinda, Pleasant Hill, Concord,
Martinez, Antioch, Pittsburgh along 1-680
corridor

8marin_20110519_mason

5192011

Chris Neil
Mason

no

San Anselmo

Marin

yes

Marin is much more closely affiliated with
Sonoma County then parts of the City or the
East bay
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8alameda_20110517_piderit natural population no yes promote more effective
boundaries around our city - working relationships
- 1580 to the north, | 680 to between elected council
the west, unpopulated hills members, our school
to our south, and a large districts elected trustees,
area to the east of our city and our representative in
that is sparsely populated, Sacramento, give our
between Pleasanton and representative motivation
Livermore to consider the needs of
our city as a whole.
8ccosta_20110518_ravnik no yes shared regional priorities, |civic business and labor
transportation interests, and associations and most
importantly our types of
business and economic
development our Tri-Valley
communities engage in.
We are neither agricultural
nor rural communities
8ccosta_20110520_belding Danville, Livermore, no no
Dublin, San Ramon,
Pleasanton, Walnut Creek,
Lamorinda, Pleasant Hill,
Concord, Martinez,
Antioch, Pittsburgh
8marin_20110519_mason no no
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8alameda_20110517_piderit no

8ccosta_20110518_ravnik no

8ccosta_20110520_belding no

8marin_20110519_mason no
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7sclara_20110520_joint 5202011 |Lisa A. no San Jose Santa Clara |yes redistricting our neighborhoods (Willow Glen)
Barone, should not be done at all

Joseph R.
Barone,
Patrina F.
Barone,
James A. Pruit

8marin_20110516_duvall 5162011 [John Duvall |no San Rafael yes Marin and Sonoma
8marin_20110520_armanini 15202011 [John Armanini|no San Rafael Marin yes Marin is heavily Democrat, so please redraw
the district lines to reflect that.
8marin_ 20110517 stoll 5172011 |Roger Stoll no San Rafael Marin yes Sonoma is a natural part of Marin.
8ccosta_20110519_lau 5192011 |Danny and no San Ramon yes Tri-Valley cities of Danville, Livermore,
Isabel Lau Dublin, San Ramon and Pleasanton be kept

together. If need more, include towns such
as Walnut Creek and Lamorinda, by going
north into valley along Hwy 680.. See
attached maps

8marin_20110520_judd 5202011 [Jim Judd no Santa Rosa yes See 1. Marin County Report
(httpwww.co.marin.ca.usEFilesdocsCDEcon
Com09_0115_RP_090108154314.pdf), 2.
Attached Maps
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7sclara_20110520_joint no no
8marin_20110516_duvall no yes share geographical, share economic ties
cultural, physical ties,
share strong
environmental values, tax
themselves to provide
better education and
public amenities, share
water sources
8marin_20110520_armanini no no
8marin_20110517 stoll no no
8ccosta_20110519_lau no yes shared regional priorities,
transportation interests,
civic and business groups.
8marin_20110520_judd no no

Page 59



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
7sclara_20110520_joint no
8marin_20110516_duvall no
8marin_20110520_armanini no
8marin_20110517 stoll no
8ccosta_20110519 lau no
8marin_20110520_judd no
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8napa_20110520_hunter 5202011 |Gregory yes City of St. Helena, St. Helena Napa yes AD1 all of Napa and northern Sonoma, AD2
Hunter Former all of Marin and southern Sonoma. SD Napa,
Councilmember Sonoma, Marin, maybe Lake
8sonoma_20110520_pierce |5202011 [Lee Pierce yes City of Santa Rosa, St. Helena Sonoma yes Make Sonoma a standalone AD. If you must
former Vice Mayor integrate any other counties with Sonoma, |
suggest Napa County 1st, followed by Lake,
then Mendocino
8solano_20110519_young 5192011 |Roger Young [|no Vacaville Solano yes redefine the current District so as to cover
most of Solano County, portions of Napa and
Yolo counties.
8solano_20110520_porter 5202011 [Joey Porter  |no Vallejo Solano yes Solano County should be in one
Congressional district which should only
include land north of the Sacramento River.
Please do not ostracize us into the south bay
with communities like Richmond and
Martinezwith wine county.
8ccosta_20110518 husband [5182011 |Nita Husband [no Willow no
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8napa_20110520_hunter no yes largely rural Marin, San Francisco shares little
Sonoma, and Napa in common economically
counties have frequently |with Marin, Sonoma, and
been part of one or more |Napa counties and its
overlapping legislative recent political
districts dating back to at |representation is proof that
least the early 1960s, the 2 areas are essentially
complemented by tourism |worlds apart despite their

proximity

8sonoma_20110520_pierce no no

8solano_20110519_young no no

8solano_20110520_porter no no

8ccosta_20110518 husband no no
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8napa_20110520_hunter no

8sonoma_20110520_pierce no | congratulate each of you
for stepping up to help find
a way to improve our
political process in the
Golden State. Renewed
thanks and abundant
respect

8solano_20110519_young no

8solano_20110520_porter no

8ccosta_20110518 husband no Would like to speak to
Mrs. Malloy regarding
redistricting
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8napa_20110518_hangman |5182011 ([Kevin no Yountville Napa yes Keeping Napa County whole and intact in the
Hangman new ADSDCD. Metropolitanindustrial areas
south of Napa County should not be included
with Napa. Concerned with current high pop
deviation (5)
6kern_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Mary Helen |yes decades of serving on |Bakersfield Kern yes (attached A map outlining COI) Keep COI
Barro various local boards together for districts
and commissions, as
well as my
experiences as a
broadcaster in Kern
County
6kern_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Kathy Russell |no Ridgecrest Kern yes Ridgecrest should remain in Kern County.
6kern_20110523_5pm 5232011 [John Manion |no Ridgecrest Kern yes do not move Ridgecrest and Indian Wells
Valley from its current Congressional Disitrict
in Kern County into one shared with Los
Angeles County
6kern_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Nancy J no Ridgecrest Kern yes Ridgecrest makes the perfect corner to Kern
Autrey County; do not put Ridgecrest in San

Bernardino or L.A. Counties
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8napa_20110518_hangman no yes Agriculture is critical to
Napas economy as seen
by tax structurezoning
laws. Residents involved
indirectly through the
associated wine industry
or the tourist industry. One
school district, community
college, newspapet,
airport, hwy 101
6kern_20110523_5pm Kern (proposed no yes Kern High School district [Extensive investments in
boundaries)North boundaries, numerous commercial core and
Columbus St. in Northeast cultural events and senior housing complexes,
Baskersfield, South below parades, Kern Regional Primary employment is
Arvin and Lamont cities, Transit links all 3 cities, agriculture, majority of
East El Tejon Mtns., West majority of residents earn less than
Highway 99 residentsMexican 30K annually
American, Oaxacan,
Puerto Rican, and Black
(from Kern)
6kern_20110523_5pm Kern Ridgecrest no no
6kern_20110523_5pm Kern Ridgecrest no no
6kern_20110523_5pm Kern, San Bernardino, Los [Ridgecrest no yes

Angeles
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8napa_20110518_hangman no
6kern_20110523_5pm Keep COl intact under one no
congressional district so
that they may work toward
a stronger voice in the
government
6kern_20110523_5pm no
6kern_20110523_5pm Melding with Los Angeles no
or San Bernardino County
may well cause our voices
to be lost in the crowd
6kern_20110523_5pm a long relationship with no
Bakersfield, in business
and in many other facets
of living
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6kern_20110523_5pm 5232011 [William no Ridgecrest Kern yes the interests of Ridgecrest, a rural
Rogers community, relates more closely with those
of Bakersfield and other communities in Kern
County than in the more populated areas of
San Bernardino and Los Angeles
6kern_20110523_5pm 5232011 |[Robert W. no Kern no
Campbell
6kern_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Paul Nugent |no Kern yes Do not move Ridgecrest out of their current
district and into a more populated district
6tulare_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Kathryn Black |no Springville Tulare yes Put Tulare County in its own Assembly
District and do not connect with valley
counties for Senate districts; avoid linking
Tulare with coastal or Southern California
regions (San Bernardino, L.A., Ventura
counties) to maintain rural characteristics of
SJV
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6kern_20110523_5pm Kern, San Bernardino, Los |Ridgecrest no no
Angeles
6kern_20110523_5pm no no
6kern_20110523_5pm Kern no no
6tulare_20110523_5pm Tulare, Ventura, San no yes

Bernardino, Los Angeles
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6kern_20110523_5pm no
6kern_20110523_5pm no comment to separating
Eastern Kern County away
from Kern County Seat
(Bakersfield) redistricting
should follow County lines
as a first priority, but for
highly populated counties,
make the districts inclusive
6kern_20110523_5pm will result in the local no
citizens having a lesser
voice in the governance of
their area
6tulare_20110523_5pm Neither common areas of no (spoke at Bakersfield
interest, nor geographic meeting); maintain County
commonalities, nor unity wherever possible,
economic similarities unite and when needed, to link
Tulare with coastal or counties that share
Southern California geographic, economic,
and ethnic characteristics
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7monterey_20110523_5pm  |5232011 |Elizabeth Silva|yes serve Gonzales City |Gonzales Monterey no
Council
Redevelopment
Agency, Salinas Valley
Solid Waste Authority
Board, as well as
several other local non-
profit boards.
7monterey_20110523_5pm  |5232011 [Martha yes Renard Appraisal Salinas Monterey yes Put Monterey and San Luis Obispo Counties
Renard Company (real estate) in one district and Santa Cruz County as an
entirely separate district.
7monterey_20110523_5pm 15232011 [John Huston |no Salinas Monterey yes Put Monterey and San Luis Obispo Counties

in one congressional district; Monterey
County has more in common with Santa
Maria to the south than with Santa Cruz

County to north
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7monterey_20110523_5pm no no
7monterey_20110523_5pm Santa Cruz, Monterey and no yes Monterey and San Luis San Luis Obispo and
San Luis Obispo Obispo share agricultural |Monterey Counties are
water resources, military |[more agricultural based;
influences, the hospitality |while Santa Cruz has
industry, the Highway 101 |more youth, students, and
corridor and the Big Sur  [beach influences, and thus
coastline different needs
7monterey_20110523_5pm Santa Cruz, Monterey and no yes Monterey and San Luis Monterey and San Luis

San Luis Obispo

Obispo Share the Highway
101 corridor, share
recreational activities at
Lake San Antonio and
Lake Naciminto; many
students seeking college
for agriculture go to the
same school (Cal Poly
San Luis Obispo and
Cuesta Junior College)

Obispo both rural and
dependent on agriculture,
grow similar types of crops
and therefore share similar
industries, share a
growing wine tourism
corridor
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7monterey_20110523_5pm no
7monterey_20110523_5pm no
7monterey_20110523_5pm keep our agricultural no
communities together so
the agricultural way of life
is protected and promoted.
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7monterey_20110523_5pm  |5232011 [Melanie no Monterey yes Combine the Monterey County with San Luis
Horwath Obispo for a new agricultural based district
that stresses the value of the rich water
resource and rural agricultural communities
that they share
7monterey_20110523_5pm  |5232011 [Teresa no Monterey yes Salinas Valley and its agriculture base do not
Wallace share interests with Santa Cruz Beach
Boardwalk based economy.
7monterey_20110523_5pm  |5232011 [Jeff Schwatz [no Monterey yes keep the the cities of monterey park,
alhambra, rosemead, together as much as
poosible
7monterey_20110523_5pm 15232011 [Mary Jo Zenk |no Monterey yes Keep Monterey, Santa Cruz San Benito
counties together (read letter for detailed
proposed districts for congressional, senate,
assembly, )
7monterey_20110523_5pm 15232011 |Brian Higgins |no Salinas Monterey yes Make Monterey Countys district more

centralized - combine with SLO county
instead of drawing the district north and
south, or gerrymandered with Merced
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7monterey_20110523_5pm Santa Cruz, Monterey and no yes Monterey and San Luis Monterey and San Luis
San Luis Obispo Obispo share the Salinas |Obispo share agricultural
River Watershed, the 101 |job base and types of
corridor, similar rural tourism jobs
communities, and
recreational opportunities
7monterey_20110523_5pm no no different economies
7monterey_20110523_5pm monterey park, alhambra, no no
rosemead
7monterey_20110523_5pm  |Santa Clara, San Luis Morgan Hill, Gilroy, San no yes Northern San Luis Obispo
Obispo, Monterey, Santa [Benito and Salinas is closer in economic
Cruz San Benito counties interests to southern
Monterey County -both for
agriculture and the coast
7monterey_20110523_5pm Monterey, Merced, San no no

Luis Obispo
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7monterey_20110523_5pm Santa Cruz Countys no
interests are strikingly
different than Monterey
and San Luis Obispo
Counties
7monterey_20110523_5pm no
7monterey_20110523_5pm no
7monterey_20110523_5pm  |focusing on the districts no
from this economic
interest perspective will
also not dilute the Latino
population, who are mostly
in the agricultural regions.
7monterey_20110523_5pm no
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7monterey_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Robert Beck |no Monterey yes Put Monterey and San Luis Obispo in one
district and Santa Cruz, Silicon Valley and
Santa Clara County in another district
7sclara_20110523_5pm 5232011 |[Thomas no Santa Clara |yes Do not split up Sunnyvale City between two
Wang districts
7sclara_20110523_5pm 5232011 |J. Nakamura |no Santa Clara |yes do not place all of the Berryessa Union

Elementary School District and all of the
Alum Rock Union Elementary School District
in the same congressional district (CD); Most
or all of Berryessa School District area
should be in a CD with Milipitas and others
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7monterey_20110523_5pm

Santa Cruz, Monterey,
Santa Clara, and San Luis
Obispo

no

yes

Monterey and San Luis
Obispo focus on
agriculture and tourism;
Silicon Valley, Santa
Clara, Santa Cruz focused
more towards technology,
has different experience of
factory outlets, other forms
of shopping, sightseeing
or mountainous park
atmosphere.

7sclara_20110523_5pm

Sunnyvale

no

yes

7sclara_20110523_5pm

(lists census tracts for
proposed congressional
district) Milipitas, others
Sunnyvale, Cupertino,
Fremont, Union City, (or
Mtn. View, Santa Clara,
and census tracts listed in
letter)

no

yes

Milpitas and Berryessa
School District has a
majority of Asians, while
San Benito County and
parts of Santa Clara
County, Santa Cruz
County, and Monterey
County is largely Latino;
the two school districts
differ in educational
attainment and language
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7monterey_20110523_5pm  |Common issues and no | am pleased to see that
concerns are different you have accepted the
between King City and responsibility to address
Atascadero than high tech the needed changes in
centers like Scotts Valley redistricting to ensure
and San Jose better alignment of voter
districts as required in the
California Constitution
7sclara_20110523_5pm important for the City of no
Sunnyvale to be able to
speak up with a unified
voice on matters impacting
them
7sclara_20110523_5pm no
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7sclara_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Kenneth W. |no Morgan Hill Santa Clara |yes district lines should re?ect our residents with
Carlson their needs and lifestyle South Santa Clara
County, is semirural, but many residents still
commute into Silicon Valley for employment
7sclara_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Sherry Quick |no Morgan Hill Santa Clara |yes keep the City of Morgan Hill under one
Congressional District and one State
Assembly and Senate District
7sclara_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Ann Price no Morgan Hill Santa Clara |yes Keep cities of Morgan Hill, San Martin, and
Gilroy in one congressional district
7sclara_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Beth Calvert |no Santa Clara |yes Keep South Santa Clara County together as
one district, also keep cities of Morgan Hill,
San Martin, and Gilroy together
7scruz_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Robert Oen |no Soledad Santa Cruz |yes Proposed district Counties of Santa Cruz,

San Benito, and Monterey and Cities of
Gilroy, Morgan Hill, Paso Robles; Do not pair
Central Coast and Central Valley in one
district; If needed to divide, only separate the
Central Coast from the Salinas Valley
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7sclara_20110523_5pm Santa Clara no no
7sclara_20110523_5pm Morgan Hill no no
7sclara_20110523_5pm Morgan Hill, San Martin, no yes one large family oriented |significant agricultural
and Gilroy community component
7sclara_20110523_5pm Santa Clara Morgan Hill, San Martin, no yes one large family oriented [significant agricultural
and Gilroy community component
7scruz_20110523_5pm Santa Cruz, San Benito, Gilroy, Morgan Hill, Paso no no

and Monterey

Robles
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7sclara_20110523_5pm no hoping that a bipartisan
commission will instead do
a fair and equitable job.
Please dont make it
necessary for lawyers and
judges to come in and
clean up a mess
7sclara_20110523_5pm Current lines were [no
obviously done for
political purposese
to insure the
election of one party
7sclara_20110523_5pm no | am counting on this
citizens commission to
draw FAIR Lines. Please
do not divide California on
the basis of race, ethnic
group, language, religion
or income
7sclara_20110523_5pm no
7scruz_20110523_5pm no
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8ccosta_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Jacqueline yes Communications Contra Costa |yes keep Pittsburg, Bay Point,Pacheco, Concord,
Elliot Coordinator,Michael Martinez, and Pleasant Hill together, if
Chavez Center for needed add similar towns such as Antioch,
Economic Opportunity Hercules, Pinole, and Walnut Creek by

expanding east and west along the main
transportation routes of Highway 4 and 680.

8ccosta_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Jonathan Bair |no Contra Costa |yes (speaker 92 May 21 Oakland hearing), keep
Oakland in one Assembly district, but if
needed use City Council district lines
(contains link in letter), use Western Contra
Costa County Unified School District to see
Richmond metropolitan area

8ccosta_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Bryan M. yes Executive Director, Concord Contra Costa |yes keep Pittsburg, Bay Point,Pacheco, Concord,
Balch Monument Community Martinez, and Pleasant Hill together, if
Partnership needed add neighboring towns by expanding

east and west along the main transportation
routes of Highway 4 and 680.
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8ccosta_20110523_5pm Antioch, Hercules, Pinole, no yes many links within Central
Walnut Creek, Pittsburg, Costa County including
Bay Point,Pacheco, shared regional
Concord, Martinez, and priorities,transportation
Pleasant Hill interests, civic and
business groups and
many joint e?orts,
including civic efforts,
sporting communities, and
work relationships
8ccosta_20110523_5pm Oakland, Keep Pinole, If Oakland has to be no no
Hercules, San Pablo, and |divided, use Highway 580
Richmond together in North Oakland,Lake
Merritt, 23rd Ave, or High
Street; e do not use
Highway 980, or 13, or 580
in East Oakland
8ccosta_20110523_5pm Antioch, Hercules, Pinole, no yes many links within Central

Walnut Creek, Pittsburg,
Bay Point,Pacheco,
Concord, Martinez, and
Pleasant Hill

Costa County including
shared regional
priorities,transportation
interests, civic and
business groups and
many joint e?orts,
including civic efforts,
sporting communities, and
work relationships
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8ccosta_20110523_5pm no

8ccosta_20110523_5pm no Thank you for all the work
are doing to ensure fair
representation for the
people of California and
for the opportunity to
provide this input.

8ccosta_20110523_5pm no
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8ccosta_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Alissa no Contra Costa |yes Put Antioch with the Far East and East
Friedman Contra Costa towns and communities. Add
communities along Hwy 4 (through Concord,
Martinez, Pinole, El Sobrante, Hercules and
Richmond) and Central County to meet
population constraints
8ccosta_20110523_5pm 5232011 |David Pitman |no Contra Costa |yes keep Pittsburg, Bay Point,Pacheco, Concord,
Martinez, and Pleasant Hill together, if
needed add neighboring towns by expanding
east and west along the main transportation
routes of Highway 4 and 680.
8ccosta_20110523_5pm 5232011 [James Coffer |no Contra Costa |yes
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8ccosta_20110523_5pm Contra Costa Far East Brentwood, no yes Many links within East and
Oakley, Discovery Bay, Centra Costa Couty like
Bethel Island; East shared regional priorities,
Antioch, Pittsburg, Bay transportation interests,
Point; along Hwy 4 civic and business groups
Concord, Martinez, Pinole, and many joint efforts,
El Sobrante, Hercules and including civic efforts,
Richmond sporting communities, and
work relationship
8ccosta_20110523_5pm Walnut Creek, Pittsburg, no yes many links within Central
Bay Point,Pacheco, Costa County including
Concord, Martinez, and shared regional
Pleasant Hill priorities,transportation
interests, civic and
business groups and
many joint e?orts,
including civic efforts,
sporting communities, and
work relationships
8ccosta_20110523_5pm no no
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8ccosta_20110523_5pm no

8ccosta_20110523_5pm no

8ccosta_20110523_5pm no In the case of Contra When drawing districts,
Costa County, natural follow county boundaries
barriers were crossed to  |to reduce confusion in the
gerrymander district. Many |mind of the public as to
people identify with the what they are voting for
political, cultural and and along with whom they
economic interests that have common interests
are associated with county
political lines.
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8ccosta_20110523_5pm

5232011

Julio Correa

yes

Walnut Creek

Contra Costa

yes

keep Pittsburg, Bay Point,Pacheco, Concord,
Martinez, and Pleasant Hill together, if
needed add similar towns such as Antioch,
Hercules, Pinole, and Walnut Creek by
expanding east and west along the main
transportation routes of Highway 4 and 680.

8ccosta_20110523_5pm

5232011

Sandra
Scherer

yes

Executive Director,
Monument Crisis
Center

Contra Costa

yes

keep Pittsburg, Bay Point,Pacheco, Concord,
Martinez, and Pleasant Hill together, if
needed add similar towns such as Antioch,
Hercules, Pinole, and Walnut Creek by
expanding east and west along the main
transportation routes of Highway 4 and 680.

6fresno_20110523_5pm

5232011

Sara Mirhadi

no

northwest Fresno

Fresno

yes

add in the entire county of Madera (the city
limits, etc.) and north Fresno portion north of
Shaw Avenue to bring in the right amount of
people rather than going north of Calaveras
County and out of the Central Valley
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8ccosta_20110523_5pm Antioch, Hercules, Pinole, no yes many links within Central
Walnut Creek, Pittsburg, Costa County including
Bay Point,Pacheco, shared regional
Concord, Martinez, and priorities,transportation
Pleasant Hill interests, civic and
business groups and
many joint e?orts,
including civic efforts,
sporting communities, and
work relationships
8ccosta_20110523_5pm Antioch, Hercules, Pinole, no yes many links within Central
Walnut Creek, Pittsburg, Costa County including
Bay Point,Pacheco, shared regional
Concord, Martinez, and priorities,transportation
Pleasant Hill interests, civic and
business groups and
many joint e?orts,
including civic efforts,
sporting communities, and
work relationships
6fresno_20110523_5pm Madera, Fresno, Calveras no yes
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8ccosta_20110523_5pm no Thank you for your time
and dedication in listening
to our voice as a
community.
8ccosta_20110523_5pm no
6fresno_20110523_5pm Northeast and northwest no
portions of the Fresno city
limits identify best with
communities to the north,
including the city of
Madera and going up to
the recreational areas of
Madera County
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6kern_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Rebecca Niep |yes News Review Ridgecrest Kern yes keep Ridgecrest within the current
boundaries for state legislatve and
congressional districts and do not put it with
San Bernardino County or with cities in North
LA County
6kern_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Barbie Nichols|no Kern yes do not redistrict Kern County into Los
Angeles County
7monterey_20110523_5pm 15232011 |Gloria G. no Pebble Beach Monterey no there are important common links between
Garrettson Monterey and San Luis Obispo Counties
7monterey_20110523_5pm 15232011 |Ricki Brodie |no Palm Desert Riverside yes Put Coachella Valley and Imperial County in
one district
6kern_20110523_5pm 5232011 [(none) yes Antelope Valley Board Kern yes (Same as 9sacramento_20110523_5pm)

of Trade, Greater
Antelope Valley
Economic Alliance
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6kern_20110523_5pm Kern, San Bernardino, Los [Ridgecrest no yes Kern issue preserving the |work at China lake is an
Angeles Navy mission at China economic engine for
Lake; When Ridgecrest Ridgecrest and play a
was lumped with San critical role in US national
Bernardino County security; current elected
leaders, a constant o?cials understand this
challenge to educate them
on this issue
6kern_20110523_5pm Kern, Los Angeles no no
7monterey_20110523_5pm Monterey and San Luis no yes Hwy 101 connects Monterey and San Obispo
Obispo Monterey and San Luis Counties share agricultural
Obispo; CSU Monterey industry and water use of
Bay, Cal Poly State Lake Naciemento and
University, Cuesta and Lake San Antonio
others are top choices for |reservoirs, fishing
students from Monterey |industries are historic in
and San Luis Obispo Monterey Bay and Morro
Counties Bay
7monterey_20110523_5pm Riverside, Imperial Coachella, no yes towns are similar because
Mecca, Thermal, Brawley, of their dependence on
Imperial agriculture and ethnic
make-up of their
populations
6kern_20110523_5pm no no
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6kern_20110523_5pm no
6kern_20110523_5pm voices and needs will not no
be addressed or
represented well with this
plan.
7monterey_20110523_5pm no
7monterey_20110523_5pm no
6kern_20110523_5pm no
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7scruz_20110523_5pm 5232011 |David Misisco |no Santa Cruz |yes Separate Santa Cruz and Monterey Counties
from the current district and combine
Monterey with San Luis Obispo.
8ccosta_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Mike Van yes Executive Director, Concord Contra Costa |yes keep Pittsburg, Bay Point,Pacheco, Concord,
Hofwegan Michael Chavez Martinez, and Pleasant Hill together, if
Center for Economic needed add neighboring towns by expanding
Opportunity east and west along the main transportation
routes of Highway 4 and 680.
8ccosta_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Sally Smith no Concord Contra Costa |yes keep Pittsburg, Bay Point,Pacheco, Concord,
Martinez, and Pleasant Hill together, if
needed add neighboring towns by expanding
east and west along the main transportation
routes of Highway 4 and 680.
8ccosta_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Matt Heavey |no Contra Costa |yes Concord should be split between Walnut

Creek and Martinez at the Monument
Corridor, the south side of Concord belongs
in Walnut Creek and the north side of
Concord is similar in nature and
demographics to Martinez
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7scruz_20110523_5pm Santa Cruz, Monterey and no no
San Luis Obispo
8ccosta_20110523_5pm Antioch, Hercules, Pinole, no yes many links within Central
Walnut Creek, Pittsburg, Costa County including
Bay Point,Pacheco, shared regional
Concord, Martinez, and priorities,transportation
Pleasant Hill interests, civic and
business groups and
many joint e?orts,
including civic efforts,
sporting communities, and
work relationships
8ccosta_20110523_5pm Antioch, Hercules, Pinole, no yes many links within Central
Walnut Creek, Pittsburg, Costa County including
Bay Point,Pacheco, shared regional
Concord, Martinez, and priorities,transportation
Pleasant Hill interests, civic and
business groups and
many joint e?orts,
including civic efforts,
sporting communities, and
work relationships
8ccosta_20110523_5pm Concord Walnut Creek, Martinez The hills that separate no no

Contra Costa from
Alameda County
(Caldecott Tunnel) also
separate the large political
differences of the two

areas
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7scruz_20110523_5pm Monterey County and no
Santa Cruz counties have
very little in common with
regards to political and
economic interests
8ccosta_20110523_5pm no
8ccosta_20110523_5pm no
8ccosta_20110523_5pm no
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8ccosta_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Becky J. no San Ramon Contra Costa |yes Proposed district Lamorinda, Walnut Creek,
Kolberg the San Ramon Valley, the Tri-Valley
(Dublin, Pleasanton, Livermore) and
Discovery Bay and Brentwood.
8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Kevin Krick no Fairfax Marin yes Put Marin and Sonoma together in the same
district, and not split Sonoma into Napa or
splitting Marin with a county that is
contiguous via water (San Francisco or
Contra Costa)
8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Jay Harvey no San Rafael Marin yes Keep Counties of Marin and Sonoma
together under one district
8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 [David Russell |no Novato Marin yes Marin and Sonoma share many common
interests and should be kept together under
one district
8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Mary M. no San Rafael Marin yes Keep Counties of Marin and Sonoma
Isaacs together under one district, and do not

redistrict Marin with San Francisco
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8ccosta_20110523_5pm Contra Costa, Alameda Lamorinda, Walnut Creek, (boundaries (north entire no yes Cities well-connected by I-
Brentwood, Discovery, San Ramon Valley, which 580, 1-680, Hwy 24.
Dublin, Pleasanton, includes Walnut Creek, Community shares civic
Livermore Alamo, Danville, and San and cultural attractions,
Ramon),(south and east major retail and dining
Dublin, Pleasanton, regions, natural
Livermore),(west East Bay geographic boundaries,
Hills) major cooperation
between local
governments on issues
like law enforcement,
school districts.
8marin_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin, Napa, San no yes Marin and Sonoma share |Marin and Sonoma have
Francisco, Contra Costa coastlines and have a long been linked
similar rural and urban economically, socially, and
demographic politically
8marin_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin no yes Concerns are the same economic culture of the
two counties is very unified
8marin_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin no no
8marin_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin, San no yes Marin and San Francisco |Marin and Sonoma share

Francisco

are entirely different
environments. Marin and
Sonoma share similar
lifestyles (agricultural,
largely suburban)

economic interests, work
together to promote
recreational and
agricultural tourism
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8ccosta_20110523_5pm no

8marin_20110523_5pm no

8marin_20110523_5pm no

8marin_20110523_5pm no each county should be in  [thankful for your

its own district investment of time in this
important work.

8marin_20110523_5pm no
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8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Constance no San Anselmo Marin yes Keep Counties of Marin and Sonoma
Berto together under one district, and do not

redistrict Marin with San Francisco or East
Bay Counties

8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 |A. Ames no Marin yes Keep Counties of Marin and Sonoma
together under one district, and do not
redistrict Marin with San Francisco

8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Sherrie Faber |no Marin yes Redraw Senate District 3, Proposed district
begin at Golden Gate Bridge and include
Marin, Sonoma Mendocino and Humboldt
Counties

8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Kim Stoddard |no Marin yes Redraw Senate District 3, Proposed district
begin at Golden Gate Bridge and include
Marin, Sonoma Mendocino and Humboldt
Counties

8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Chris Brown |no San Rafael Marin yes Combine Marin with Sonoma up to and
including Santa Rosa, and do not combine
them with San Francisco

8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Janet Dean no Marin yes Marin is suburban and rural and does not

have the same needs as San Francisco
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8marin_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin, San no yes
Francisco
8marin_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin, San no no
Francisco
8marin_20110523_5pm Marin, Sonoma, no no
Mendocino and Humboldt
8marin_20110523_5pm Marin, Sonoma, no no
Mendocino and Humboldt
8marin_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin, San no no
Francisco, Santa Rosa
8marin_20110523_5pm Marin, Sonoma, San no no

Francisco, Lake, Napa
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8marin_20110523_5pm Marin and Sonoma share no
many interests
agricultural, economic,
business, family-oriented
social format, schools,
tourism, railroad
prospects, and topography
8marin_20110523_5pm no
8marin_20110523_5pm no
8marin_20110523_5pm no The current District 3 is not
contiguous, does not
respect city or county
lines, and does not reflect
a community of interest
8marin_20110523_5pm no dont divide us by race or
some other group
8marin_20110523_5pm no
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8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Dotty E. no Marin yes Keep Marin and Sonoma (including entire
LeMieux Santa Rosa) together. Divide Sonoma
County at a point to the west, plus a portion
of northern part of Sonoma Coastline for a
North Coast Congressional District.
(continued in streetsriverother dividers)
8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Douglas no Marin yes Keep the current MarinSonoma senate
Martin distict. Marin voters share as much or more
common interests with SF as with
Mendocino or Humboldt counties
8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Carolyn Ford |no Sausalito Marin yes redraw Senate District 3s lines to begin at
the Golden Gate Bridge and include Marin,
Sonoma, Mendocino, and Humboldt
Counties
8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Sherrie Faber |no Marin yes redraw Senate District 3s lines to begin at
the Golden Gate Bridge and include Marin,
Sonoma, Mendocino, and Humboldt
Counties
8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Donald F. no Santa Rosa Marin yes Proposed Assembly district as much of
Whistley, Jr. Sonoma and Marin Counties as possible in

one district, Marin towns of Sausilito, Mill
Valley, Bolinas. Stinson Beach, Iverness in a
San Francisco dominated Assembly district.
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8marin_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin Santa Rosa Senate Sonoma, Marin, no yes Many people commute Also share economies of
and add northern counties between Marin and small businesses and a
or Napa and Lake, possibly Sonoma, which share few larger employees
joining 6th and 7th many interests including
assembly districts helps transportation, watershed
with nesting. Maintain the and water delivery
San Francisco Bay with the systems, agriculture ethic,
Golden Gate Bridge to the protection of open space
South and the around cities, media
RichmondSan Rael Bridge markets.
to east
8marin_20110523_5pm Marin, Sonoma, San no no
Francisco, Mendocino,
Humboldt
8marin_20110523_5pm Marin, Sonoma, no yes Marin County has more in
Mendocino, and Humboldt common with these
counties than the urban
county of San Francisco
8marin_20110523_5pm Marin, Sonoma, no no
Mendocino, and Humboldt
8marin_20110523_5pm San Francisco, Sonoma, [Sausilito, Mill Valley, Put Mount Tamalpias in no no

Marin

Bolinas. Stinson Beach,
Iverness. If numbers high
for Sonoma-Marin County,
put Tiberon in the SF
district

Sonoma-Marin district
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8marin_20110523_5pm no
8marin_20110523_5pm no
8marin_20110523_5pm no
8marin_20110523_5pm no current District 3 is not

continguous, does not

respect city or county

lines, and does not reflect

a community of interest
8marin_20110523_5pm no
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8smateo_20110523_5pm 5232011 |[Kristina Kiehl |no Hillsborough San Mateo |yes Keep north part of San Mateo County from
City of San Mateo north in the same
congressional district as parts of the west
and southern parts San Francisco County
8sonoma_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Elizabeth no Sonoma yes (Speaker 6 for May 16 Santa Rosa hearing -
Gatley Keep Sonoma County whole); there are vast
differences between Marin and Sonoma
8sonoma_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Joyce Garcia |no Sonoma yes See attached maps SD 3 Sonoma County,
Novato, Yolo County, Marin County,
Petaluma; AD7 Follow 101; AD1 rural
8sonoma_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Jack yes SMART, Chair Sonoma yes Put Sonoma with Marin
Swearengen
8sonoma_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Clay Mitchell |no Windsor Sonoma yes Keep Sonoma unified. Combine bulk of

Sonoma into 1st CD, potentially shifting
Napa into 6. Allow Windsor, Healdsburg,
Cloverdale to be united with Sonoma. Keep
Marin separate from Sonoma. Sonoma,
Mendocino, Lake, Santa Rosa should be
together.
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8smateo_20110523_5pm San Francisco, San Mateo [San Mateo no yes These communities are
residential with mostly
small businesses and
retail (different from south
San Mateo County), also
many San Mateo residents
work in SFO airport, so
one representative for
both counties is best
8sonoma_20110523_5pm Marin, Sonoma no yes Marin has constantly Marin and Sonoma are not
refused Sonoma to similar in farming, Marin
convert a freeway in has way less acres than
northernmost Marin; Sonoma (provides 2 links
freeway doesnt connect  [to Marin and Sonoma AG
Sonoma and Marin reports and winery acres
between counties)
8sonoma_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin, Yolo Petaluma, Novato 101 no no
8sonoma_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin no yes a number of people who
travel regularly between
two counties
8sonoma_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin, Healdsburg, Cloverdale no yes Marin has fought against [Sonoma and counties to

Mendocino, Lake

Sonoma to widen the
freeway. Sonoma and
northern counties smaller
communities,
transportation patterns,
shopping

north share agriculture
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8smateo_20110523_5pm no
8sonoma_20110523_5pm no
8sonoma_20110523_5pm Sonoma has nothing in no Do not let anyone get you
common with Marin and down. You are all doing
San Francisco. such a wonderful job.
Mabhalo.
8sonoma_20110523_5pm no
8sonoma_20110523_5pm no
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8sonoma_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Nick Frey no Sonoma Winegrape Sonoma yes Lake, Mendocino, Napa, Sonoma, Yolo in
Commission one CD
8sonoma_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Jennie no Sonoma yes Redraw District 3 to begin at Golden Gate
Wasser and include Marin and Sonoma together
8sonoma_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Sean Ginnodo |no Sonoma yes Keep Sonoma with areas to North and to
east in Napa County. Do not put Sonoma
with Marin.
8sonoma_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Richard no Sonoma yes Keep Sonoma with areas to North and to
Delucchi east in Napa County. Do not put Sonoma
with Marin.
8sonoma_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Rose no Sonoma yes Keep Sonoma with areas to North and to
Lucchese east in Napa County. Do not put Sonoma
with Marin.
8sonoma_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Mary Maxwell |no Sebastopol Sonoma yes Keep Sonoma whole. Keep Sonoma with
Mendocino and separate from Marin and
San Francisco. Russian River and 101 are
NOT dividers. SD1 Del Norte, Siskiyou,
Modoc, Humboldt, Trinity, Shasta, Lassen,
Tehama, Plumas, Sierra, Nevada, North
Placer
8sonoma_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Mary Maxwell |no Sebastopol Sonoma yes SD2 Mendocino, Glenn, Butte, Lake, Colusa,
Sutter, portions of Sonoma; AD2 Glenn,
Butte, Lake, Sutter; AD6 Mendocino,
Sonoma
8sonoma_20110523_5pm 5232011 |[Sally Hopkins |no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Keep Sonoma with Mendocino, Lake County,

Napa. Not with Marin.
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8sonoma_20110523_5pm Lake, Mendocino, Napa, no yes Common transportation  |All counties engaged

Sonoma, Yolo facilities, access to same |actively in agriculture,
media outlets grape growing and wine
making, access to same
job opportunities
8sonoma_20110523_5pm no no
8sonoma_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin, Napa no yes Sonoma is rural, like North
and Napa. Marin is not.

8sonoma_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin, Napa no no

8sonoma_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin, Napa no no

8sonoma_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin, no yes Sonoma, Mendocino Sonoma, Mendocino
Mendocino, Del Norte, ruralsuburban, water rights|agriculture, farming,
Siskiyou, Modoc, and regulations; SD1 rural |dairies, fishing, logging,
Humboldt, Trinity, Shasta, and suburban manufacturing; SD1
Lassen, Tehama, Plumas, farming, agriculture,
Sierra, Nevada, North watershed
Placer

8sonoma_20110523_5pm Mendocino, Glenn, Butte, no no
Lake, Colusa, Sutter,
Sonoma

8sonoma_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Marin, Lake, no yes Marin is a not a COI with

Mendocino, Napa

the northern counties in
the wine industry.
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8sonoma_20110523_5pm no

8sonoma_20110523_5pm no

8sonoma_20110523_5pm no

8sonoma_20110523_5pm no

8sonoma_20110523_5pm no

8sonoma_20110523_5pm no

8sonoma_20110523_5pm no

8sonoma_20110523_5pm no Thank you so much for the
hard work you are all doing
to bring the drawing of
district lines to the people
and out of the hands of the
political parties
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9yolo_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Mark Wilson |yes COB, Wilson Farms  [Clarksburg Yolo yes Congressional District 1 should keep Yolo,
and Vineyards Solano, Lake, Napa, Sonoma, Mendocino,
Humboldt, and Del Norte Counties within its
borders
9yolo_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Don Morrill no Yolo yes Link Napa, Lake and Yolo counties in one
district both at the state and federal level
9yolo_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Ann Brice yes former member of Yolo yes Keep Yolo County with current neighboring
Yolo County Flood counties to its west, such as Lake and Napa
Control and Water
Preservation District
Board
9sjoaquin_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Eric Parfrey |no Stockton San Joaquin |yes keep the major population centers of San
County Joaquin County in only one Assembly,

Senate and Congressional district
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9yolo_20110523_5pm Yolo, Solano, Lake, Napa, no yes overlapping regional general agricultural and
Sonoma, Mendocino, watershed issues that natural resources centered
Humboldt, and Del Norte need consistent and economy of this region;
coordinated attention and |wine grape growing, wine
representation productionm marketing
and support industries,
and wine industry
education and research
(UC Davis)
9yolo_20110523_5pm Napa, Lake and Yolo no yes Growing and vital mutual agricultural
Viticulture Department at  |economic base of the 3
ucb counties is dependent on
the watersheds of Putah
and Cache Creek they
share
9yolo_20110523_5pm Napa, Lake and Yolo no yes
9sjoaquin_20110523_5pm Stockton, Manteca, no no

Lathrop, and Tracy would
form a good Assembly
district with about the right
number of voters.
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9yolo_20110523_5pm no

9yolo_20110523_5pm no

9yolo_20110523_5pm no

9sjoaquin_20110523_5pm no During the last redistricting
of the city and county
almost ten years ago, the
entrenched powers
shamelessly carved the
city up like a Halloween
pumpkin Attached 2002
column by Sacramento
Bee columnist Dan
Walters
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9siskiyou_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Michael N. no Siskiyou County Board |Yreka Siskiyou yes Siskiyou County has the most in common
Kobseff of Supervisors, District with Shasta, and Tehama Counties
3
9shasta_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Jan Hanks no Shasta yes The coummunities along I-5 and Highway 99
should be kept together rather than joined
with the coastal areas.
9sacramento_20110523_5pm 15232011 |none yes Antelope Valley Board Sacramento |yes (Attached map of area they want preserved
of Trade within a district), If there must be a division of
the 2-country Antelope Valley, keep the LA
County portion with Lancaster and Palmdale
in the same district
9sacramento_20110523_5pm |5232011 |Alissa Ko no Natomas Sacramento |yes Keep Natomas are in one assembly district
9sacramento_20110523_5pm |5232011 [Adolfo no Sacramento |yes The current city and county boundaries
Mercado bifurcates a historic Latino community in the
south Sacramento area
9sacramento_20110523_5pm |5232011 |Kevin P. no Sacramento |yes Annex Sacramentos Finger into one district
Nguyen
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9siskiyou_20110523_5pm Siskiyou, Shasta, and no yes Watersheds, Natural
Tehama Resource usage, USFS
lands and transportation
highways
9shasta_20110523_5pm Shasta, Siskiyou, Tehama, no yes Water resources
Glenn, Colusa, Yuba and
Sutter Counties should
remain together as one
district.
9sacramento_20110523_5pm Lancaster and Palmdale no yes fast growing hispanic 2 cities have been
community, Lancaster and |recognized as economic
Palmdale share many ties
regional associations.
9sacramento_20110523_5pm Natomas no yes Natomas faces issues of a
failing school system and
homes are on a flood plain
9sacramento_20110523_5pm Sacramento no no
9sacramento_20110523_5pm no yes
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9siskiyou_20110523_5pm

Coastal Counties and
eastern Counties have
different issues for
decision making polices.
While the counties to the
east and west of Siskiyou
are rural, that is all that we
have in common

no

The 1 parity must not vary
to 5. It will provide a
negative election result
scheme.

9shasta_20110523_5pm

The coastal mountains
create a geographic
divide.

no

As an independent
commission please look at
the plan drawn by
independent judges in1990

9sacramento_20110523_5pm

Environmentally,
demographically,
geologically, socially and
economically distinct from
areas outside of our
mountain boundaries

no

9sacramento_20110523_5pm

no

9sacramento_20110523_5pm

no

9sacramento_20110523_5pm

Lessen confusion for
many businessed and
residents when it comes to
contacting the appropriate
elected official

no
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9placer_20110523_5pm 5232011 |[Claudia Taylor |no Lake of the Pines Placer yes keep the current district Il lines, if alteration
is needed, add Colfax and Shady Glen. Also
put Lake Combie entirely within District Il
instead of in two different districts
8marin_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Michelle no Marin yes The two counties that share the most
Belfor common interests are Marin and Sonoma,
Kralovec not with San Francisco or East Bay
8smateo_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Hugo Rafael |no South San Francisco San Mateo |yes His community in South San Francisco is
Mora similar to Mission, Excelsior, Hunters Point,
Bay View, and Tenderloin districts of San
Francisco and East Palo Alto, East Side
Redwood City, East Side San Mateo, Daly
City and San Bruno areas. (cont. in cities)
8smateo_20110523_5pm 5232011 [|Matthew D. no San Bruno San Mateo |yes (Submitted the Powerpoint presentation that
Cucuzza Carole Groom gave at the May 21 Oakland
hearing (Carole President of the San Mateo
County Board of Supervisors)
9placer_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Sheila no Placer yes Keep the rural towns of Loomis, Penryn, and

McConnachie

Newcastle with neighboring rural areas of
Auburn
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9placer_20110523_5pm Colfax and Shady Glen no yes Current district lines are
geographically compact
and lifestyle compact,
Colfax and Shady Glen
has similar lifestyles; a
north-south district would
respect transportation
corridors (Hwy 49) so
legislators can be
accessible to
communities.
8marin_20110523_5pm San Francisco, Sonoma, no yes Marin and Sonoma share |agriculture and tourism
Marin family-oriented lifestlye,
coastline, schools
8smateo_20110523_5pm San Francisco Not with Castro, Sunset, no yes Low income,
Marina, other affluent socioeconomically
districts of San Francisco disadvantaged
(usually on west side of communities depend on
peninsula), Brisbane, social services and
Burlingame, Hillsdale area protection from racism and
of San Mateo, suffered from similar socio-
Hillsborough, Foster City, economically issues.
Atherton, Half Moon Bay,
Palo Alto, and Milbrae
8smateo_20110523_5pm no no
9placer_20110523_5pm Placer Auburn, Loomis, Penryn, no yes These rural towns do not

and Newcastle

identify with urban areas
and would benefit from
being together with the
other rural areas of Placer
County
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9placer_20110523_5pm no do not deviate any more  |The work that you all are
than 1.5-2 in numbers in  |doing is very important and
each district that must be |its success is dependent
altered upon your collective
integrity, wisdom and
discernment in the process
8marin_20110523_5pm no
8smateo_20110523_5pm no
8smateo_20110523_5pm no
9placer_20110523_5pm no
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9lake_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Johnnie no Lake yes Keep the current district lines for Lake,
Hathcock Humboldt, Mendocino
9lake_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Lynette no Lucerne Lake yes Keep current district lines for Lake County
Matthews
9lake_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Adckinjo no Lake yes Leave the districts as they are now
Esutoki
9lake_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Marta William |no Middletown Lake yes Maintain geographic integrity and
communities of interest intact when drawing
districts for the coastal communities
(Sonoma, Mendocino, Humboldt Del Norte)
and counties such as Lake and Napa
9lake_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Denise yes District 3 Supervisor Lake yes Put Lake County with the other premium
Rushing wine counties of Napa, Mendocino and
Northern Sonoma Counties and not with
districts east or north such as Colusa and
Glenn
9humbolt_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Kevin Collins |yes Vice President, Humboldt yes Have the1st congressional district remain

Humboldt Fishermens
Marketing Association

remain contiguous along the north coast
from Bodega Bay to Crescent City.
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9lake_20110523_5pm Lake, Humboldt, no no
Mendocino
9lake_20110523_5pm Lake no no
9lake 20110523 5pm no yes To insure the beauty and
attraction for tourism,
water ways, lakes and
parks
9lake_20110523_5pm Lake, Napa, Sonoma, no yes wine, tourism,
Mendocino, Humboldt Del transportation corridors
Norte (Caltrans District 1) parks,
lakes.
9lake_20110523_5pm Colusa, Glenn, Lake, no yes Lake has watershed ties |Wine countries share
Napa, Mendocino and with Yolo County same industries and on
Northern Sonoma federal level, the counties
share geothermal industry
interests. Humboldt has
received recommendation
from the State to join Napa
on workforce and
economic issues
9humbolt_20110523_5pm Bodega Bay, Crescent City no yes Coastal communities

share fishing interests for
maintaining healthy fish
populations and habitat
and maintaining economic
infrastructure
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9lake_20110523_5pm no
9lake_20110523_5pm no
9lake 20110523 5pm no
9lake_20110523_5pm no In determining district
lines, maintain the
geographic integrity of any
city, county, city and
county, local
neighborhood, orlocal
community of interest
9lake_20110523_5pm Lake has no affinity with no
Colusa or Glenn since
they are seperated by a
mountain range and do
not share significant
community or economic
ties
9humbolt_20110523_5pm no
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9dnorte_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Donald no Member, Board of Del Norte yes Put Del Norte County back in the 2nd State
McArthur Trustees for Del Norte Senate District prior to 2000 census
County Unified School
District
9dnorte_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Ralph no Crescent City Del Norte yes The interests in Del Norte County are more
Johansen common with other coastal counties (from
Sonoma northward) and not at all with inland
regions
9dnorte_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Patricia no Crescent City Del Norte yes Keep coastal districts intact. Put Del Norte in
McCleary same congressional district as Humboldt and
Mendocino, and same assembly and senate
district as Sonoma, Humboldt and
Mendocino. Del Norte is not similar to
Monterey, Fresno, Santa Barbara, Kern, Del
Norte
9dnorte_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Cindy Fox no Crescent City Del Norte no Draw the district lines for coastal
communities from north to south, not from
west to east. Put Del Norte with Lake and
Napa Counties in the same district
9dnorte_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Jerry Cochran |yes Crescent City Del Norte yes Del Nortes interests rest with Humboldt,
Mendocino and Sonoma Counties, not with
Sacramento Valley or foothills of the Sierra
Nevada
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9dnorte_20110523_5pm Del Norte no yes proximity to other Local
Educational Agencies
within the region involves
both resource sharing and
strategic targets for
regional improvements
9dnorte_20110523_5pm Del Norte, Sonoma no yes preservation and tourism industry, fisheries
enhancement of the many |and forests, habitat for fish
coastal assets and wildlife
9dnorte_20110523_5pm Del Norte, Humboldt, no yes coastal counties share
Mendocino, Monterey, management of harbors
Fresno, Santa Barbara, and beaches, tourism,
Kern, Del Norte, Siskiyou recreation and ?shing and
the redwoods. State and
federal agencies oversee
land or administer across
northern coastal counties
9dnorte_20110523_5pm Sonoma, Lake, Napa, Del no yes transportation, delivery Caltrans District 1 covers
Norte services, and tourism the north counties and
travel mostly from north to |includes Lake County.
south on Hwy 101 from Coastal communities rely
Del Norte to Sonoma on each other to promote
tourism, agriculture, wine
industry, dairy industry,
fishing, state and federal
parks
9dnorte_20110523_5pm Del Norte, Humboldt, no yes transporation corridor is

Mendocino and Sonoma

shared between those 4
counties
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9dnorte_20110523_5pm Shares same economic, no
social and educational
issues
9dnorte_20110523_5pm no
9dnorte_20110523_5pm no
9dnorte_20110523_5pm no
9dnorte_20110523_5pm no
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9dnorte_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Ralph yes Crescent City Del Norte yes Del Nortes interests lie most commonly with
Johansen the other coastal counties, from Sonoma
northward, and not with the inland regions
9dnorte_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Martha no Supervisor of Del Del Norte yes keep Del Norte County in the 1st
McClure Norte County Congressional District,the 1st Assembly
District and return to the 2nd Senate District
because Del Norte is a small coastal
community and shares interests with coastal
counties to the South
9dnorte_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Dean Wilson |no Sheriff of Del Norte Del Norte yes Del Norte has strong links with South

County

Humboldt, Siskiyou, Modoc. Also include
Trinity, Shasta, and Lassen Counties
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COIl: Economic Interest

(s)

9dnorte_20110523_5pm

Del Norte, Sonoma

no

yes

preservation and
enhancement of the many
coastal assets

tourism industry, fisheries
and forests, habitat for fish
and wildlife

9dnorte 20110523 5pm

Del Norte

no

yes

Transportation network
runs primarily North and
South, the Coastal Range
limits our ability to ability to
travel West to East and
travel is difficult in the
winter. Some issues of
interest tribal
governments, state and
federal agency regional
oversight

9dnorte_20110523_5pm

Del Norte, South
Humboldt, Siskiyou,
Modoc, Trinity, Shasta, and
Lassen

no

yes

Del Norte, Siskiyou,
Modoc share same issues
dealing with national and
state properties; Del Norte
also shares ties with
counties along the 199
corridor leading to I-5

Del Norte and Humboldt
share economic interests,
logging, fishing, tourism
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9dnorte_20110523_5pm no
9dnorte 20110523 5pm no
9dnorte_20110523_5pm These mentioned counties no
share more with the
community than a district
of coastal communities
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9dnorte_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Barry Wendell |no Del Norte yes Put Del Norte County in a district with
Humboldt
9dnorte_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Joseph Aliott |no Crescent City Del Norte yes Keep Del Norte, Humboldt, and Mendocino
Counties together
8napa_20110523_5pm 5232011 |David yes Napa Valley Napa yes Keep counties of Lake, Mendocino, Napa,
Beckstoffer, Grapegrowers, Sonoma, and Yolo continuous
Jim Verhey President
8napa_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Kathleen Heitz|yes The Napa Valley Napa yes Keep counties of Lake, Mendocino, Napa,
Myers (14 Vintners, President Sonoma, and Yolo continuous
copies for
Commissioner
s)
20110504 boranian 542011 Jennie no no
Boranian
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9dnorte_20110523_5pm Del Norte, Humboldt Eureka no yes Only land connection to
California is US 101
heading south. Del Norte
shares with Humboldt
Coastline, Yurok Tribe,
Redwood National and
State parks, religious
buildings.Mountains
separate Del Norte from
Siskiyou County and there
are no land connections.
9dnorte_20110523_5pm Del Norte, Humboldt, and no yes The 3 counties share 3 counties share fishing
Mendocino common transportation industry and economical
issues, similar geography, [issues
a campus of College of
Redwoods, many tribal
affiliations and cooperate
ith the tribes on many
economic decisions
8napa_20110523_5pm Lake, Mendocino, Napa, no yes wine, tourism, recreation,
Sonoma, and Yolo and agricultural industries
8napa_20110523_5pm Lake, Mendocino, Napa, no yes
Sonoma, and Yolo
20110504 _boranian no no
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9dnorte_20110523_5pm no
9dnorte_20110523_5pm no
8napa_20110523_5pm no
8napa_20110523_5pm agricultural community of no
interest, grape growing
and wine making, share
transportation, economic
interests, and access to
the same media outlets
20110504 _boranian no Agree with redistricting as
stated in CRCs report
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20110515 _landi 5152011 |[Alex Landi no no
20110516_greenberg 5162011 [Charles no yes Do not divide Coast. Hwy 1101 corridors.
Greenberg
20110516 heaton 5162011 |Alfred Heaton |no no
20110516_olson 5162011 (B H Olson no no
20110516_ward 5162011 |Ed Ward no yes District 2 make changes by adding or
deleting counties on the southern portion
rather than incorporating any counties from
eastwest.
20110517 anonymous 5172011 |Anonymous |no no
20110517_casey 5172011 |Sue Casey no yes Do not change district (does not state which
district)
20110517_clark 5172011 |Larry Clark no yes Does not want to be a part of LA (does not

state residence)
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20110515 _landi no no

20110516_greenberg no yes Coastal communities
depend on fishing, logging,
farming, wine, dairy,
poultry, and visitor serving
facilities for a living.
Environmental protections
that would not make sense
to other areas. Unified by
geography and culture.

20110516 heaton no no

20110516_olson no no

20110516_ward no yes coastal living v. inland
living

20110517_anonymous no no

20110517_casey no no

20110517 _clark no no
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20110515 _landi no Draw district lines in a
rational, regional, logical
manner; do not
gerrymander in respect of
voters

20110516_greenberg no

20110516 heaton no No more gerrymandering

20110516_olson no Give a balance in the
legislature by making
districts competitive
amongst competing
interest groups. No safe
elections for one group.

20110516_ward no

20110517_anonymous no No gerrymandering

20110517_casey no

20110517 _clark no
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20110517_dorich

5172011

Tom Dorich

no

no

20110517_joint

5172011

Rosalind Gold

yes

African American
Redistricting
Collaborative; Asian
Pacific American Legal
Center (APALC),
California Forward,
Mexican American
Legal Defense and
Educational Fund
(MALDEF), National
Association of Latino
and Elected and
Appointed Officials
(NALEO)Edu Fund

no

20110517 _larive

5172011

Bob Larive

no

no

20110517 _stewart

5172011

Coulter
Stewart

no

Chairman,
Government Relations
Committee, Sun City
Palm Desert HOA

no
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20110517 _dorich no no
20110517_joint no no
20110517 _larive no no
20110517 _stewart no no
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20110517_dorich

no

Modernize redistricting
process via
geographersmappers, etc.
Diminish gerrymandering.

20110517_joint

no

Extend deadline beyond
May 23 for public
comment for first round
drafts

20110517 _larive

no

Let redistricting be done by
a computer so it will be
impartial. Do not input info
like gender, political
affiliation, race,etc.

20110517 _stewart

no

What do you want to know
about geothermal energy?
Wrote and shephereded
Geothermal Power Plant
Siting Act into law in 1978
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20110518_arsenault 5182011 |Edward no yes Leave the district the way it is (does not state
Arsenault which district)

20110518_hernandez 5182011 |Gene no yes CDs of Brad Sherman and Howard Berman
Hernandez must be drawn so as to give boost to

candidacy of a Latino

20110518_mccready 5182011 |John no South El Monte Los Angeles |no
McCready

20110518 nemeth 5182011 |Stephen no no
Nemeth

20110518_scheuermann 5182011 |Karen no yes Have one person who represents entire
Scheuermann North State

20110518 venn 5182011 [Frances Venn |no no
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20110518 arsenault no no
20110518 hernandez no no
20110518_mccready no no
20110518 nemeth no no
20110518 _scheuermann no no
20110518 venn no no
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20110518 arsenault

no

Believes this is another
political scheme to
redistribute wealth of
people

20110518 hernandez

no

Third parties must be
taken into account when
drawling lines for
legislative districts

20110518_mccready

no

Discriminate in favor of
actual voters, instead of in
favor of those who are not
U.S. Citizens, cannot
speak English (and thus
cannot vote)

20110518 nemeth

no

Do a poll on the suggested
method use
squaresrectangles across
the state from north to
south or vice versa, draw
lines strictly in geometric
style with regard to any
other criteria. Would
create diverse districts,
better representation

20110518 _scheuermann

no

20110518_venn

no

Make sure no safe
districts. CRCs work very
important. Thanks for
giving time and energy to
fairly redistricting
California.
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20110517 _west 5172011 |Catherine no no
West
20110519_brown 5192011 |Marlin Brown [yes The Bugle Group Santa Maria Santa yes Combine Santa Barbara and San Luis
Barbara Obispo Counties where possible. If dividing,
divide Central counties with lines that go
East-West rather than lines that go North-
South
20110519 _de_carlo 5192011 [Francis De no no
Carlo
20110519_delosrios 5192011 |Estela yes Center for Social El Cajon San Diego  |yes See attached letter8 maps
DelosRios Advocacy, Executive

Director

Page 142



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
20110517 _west no no
20110519_brown Santa Barbara, San Luis no no
Obispo
20110519 _de_carlo no no
20110519 _delosrios no no
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20110517 _west

no

Draw districts with equal
population. Ensure
minority voters have an
equal opportunity to elect
candidates of their choice.

20110519 _brown

no

Downgrade to last priority
canard of
communitycommonality of
interest and cultural
diversity

20110519 _de_carlo

no

Believes current system
set up by elected officials
to further their
entrenchment into their
jobs and is contrary to the
democratic process.
Drawing of new lines
should be a simple one
based upon geographic
principals.

20110519 _delosrios

no

Page 144



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment

Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?

Affiliation

20110519 fonda-bonardi 5192011 [Mario Fonda- |no no

Bonardi
20110519_goeppner 5192011 |Tim Goeppner|no San Francisco San no

Francisco

20110519_grenke 5192011 [Teresa no no

Grenke
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20110519 fonda-bonardi no no
20110519_goeppner no no
20110519_grenke no no
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20110519 fonda-bonardi

no

Districts should be 1.
geographically compact,
ecologically compact,
congruent where possible
with other jurisdictional
boundaries and districts,
free of racialethnic
ghettosfragmentation
(ignore classethnic
clusters), free of previous
voting patterns

20110519_goeppner

no

Make sure the CRC is fair
and unbiased in drawing
district lines. Eliminate
special interest group
influence (MALDEF,
NALEO, Greenlining
Institute). Do not divide by
raceethnicityreligionlangua
geincomepolitical party.
Counting on CRC for fair
electio

20110519_grenke

no

California should use
county lines. Each county
winner should equal one
vote so every area of the
state counts.
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20110519 kalinowski 5192011 [Waldemar no no
Kalinowski
20110519_kelly 5192011 [Josie Kelly no Topanga Los Angeles |yes Cannot afford to lose Fran Pavley
20110519_mcavoy 5192011 [Mark McAvoy |no Modesto Stanislaus  |no
20110519_rowbotham 5192011 |Robert no yes Mr. Waxmeans 30th congressional district is
Rowbotham too lage.
20110519_stone 5192011 [Catherine no Bayside Humboldt yes Keep coast separate from inland. Current
Stone first AD addresses concerns.
20110519_zingarelli2 5192011 |Gene no no
Zingarelli
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20110519 _kalinowski no no
20110519_kelly no no
20110519_mcavoy no no
20110519 _rowbotham no no
20110519_stone no yes Demographics, Economies
transportation concerns,
approaches to resource
use, infrastructures,
climate, and geology
20110519_zingarelli2 no no
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20110519 _kalinowski

no

An avg. citizen canNOT
participate in the
redistricting process. Info
provided on website is
inadequateconfusing. Big
gap between receiving
comments up till May 23,
but releasing plans July 7.
Provide a well-spelled out
plan and process on
website.

20110519_kelly

no

Do not mess with voting
rights.

20110519_mcavoy

no

Please do not split
communities. Respect
community boundaries,
not political affiliations.

20110519 _rowbotham

no

20110519 _stone

no

Have a public input
meeting farther north-in
Eureka, perhaps Redding

20110519_zingarelli2

no

This job is the most
important in years for CA.
Stay true to intentions of
voters. Avoid influences
from politicianspeople who
want to gain financially.
Relying on CRC to
improve representation
and nature of politics.
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20110520_anonymous 5202011 |G C no yes Keep District 2 as is. If change, make them
in southern part by moving boundary north or
south. Nothing in common with those to the
west.
20110520 _britton 5202011 |[Collen Britton |no Vacaville Solano no
20110520_cucuzza 5202011 [Matt Cucuzza |no McGovern Consulting, [San Bruno San Mateo |yes Have at least one Senate District
Account Executive predominantly within county lines. See
attached maps
20110520_joyce 5202011 |Tony Shel no yes Does not want to be redistricted into LA or
Joyce SB (does not state where from)
20110520 _morse 5202011 |Robert Morse |no no
20110520_petersen 5202011 [Marylin no Eureka Humboldt no
Petersen
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COIl: Economic Interest

(s)

20110520_anonymous no no

20110520 britton no no

20110520_cucuzza San Mateo County, San no yes Both districts presented

Francisco are minority majority

districts, respect
geographic boundaries. 2
ADs can easily nest in
each district.

20110520_joyce no no

20110520 _morse no no

20110520_petersen no no
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
20110520_anonymous no
20110520 britton no Stop gerrymandering to
protect politiciansspecial
interest groups. Keep
districts fair, equal
population, connected,
maximum compactness.
Use open software
computer to
mathematicallyimpartially
draw districts
20110520 _cucuzza Ethnically diverse, major no
employment centers,
common transportation
links, common
gegoraphical features,
shared infrastructure,
compact districts, give
each county a population
majority in each District
20110520_joyce no
20110520_morse no Please do not create any
safe districts.
20110520_petersen no Urges the CRC to hold at
least one meeting in
Eureka to better
understand the north
Coast area.
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
20110520_woolbert 5202011 [Cherri no yes Opposed to East-West redistricting of 1st
Woolbert district.
20110521_langellier 5212011 |Brent no no
Langellier
20110521 _mcisaac 5212011 |Hugh Mclsaac |no no
20110521_teate 5212011 |George Teate |no yes Please leave us in the district we are
currently located (does not mention where
current location is)
20110521 _van_meter 5212011 [Peter Van no Sausalito San no MyCRE LLC
Meter Francisco
general 20110521 mills 5212011 |Cecile Mills no no
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
20110520_woolbert no yes Coastl counties have
different vital interests
than inland counties
20110521_langellier no no
20110521 _mcisaac no no
20110521 _teate no no
20110521_van_meter no no
general 20110521 mills no no
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Source Document

COI: Why keep together

VRA Sec. 2
Comment

VRA Sec. 5
Comment?

Sec. 5
County

Summary of Sec. 5
Comment

Non-COl-based
Comment

Comment on
Commission Process

20110520 _woolbert

no

20110521_langellier

no

Hopes CRC will see its
role in this process to
provide info such as
DVC(density-
variiationcompactness)
scores relevant to those of
of us who see redistricting
process as a key
ingredient to policymaking
in education.

20110521 _mcisaac

no

To achieve important
mission, existing
citiescommunities need to
be included in patterns
respecting integrity of
community, not according
to creating safe districts for
partisan advantage.

20110521 _teate

no

20110521 _van_meter

no

Marin Supervisor Susan
Adams probably disagrees
with Peter Van Meter and
his suggestion of having all
districts start north of the
Golden Gate

general 20110521 mills

no

Do not divide zip codes.
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Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
general_20110521_schechter 15212011 |Gary no Gary Associates, Inc. |Woodland Hills no
Schechter
general_20110522_berry 5222011 |Charles Berry |no yes In rural districts, avoid dividing a district by
mountain range (e.g., Coastal Mountain
Range that divides Mendocino County)
general_20110522_friar 5222011 [John Friar no no
general_20110522_giddens [5222011 |Richard no no
Giddens
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
general_20110521_schechter no no
general_20110522_berry Mendocino County Coastal Mountain Range [no no
general_20110522_friar no no
general_20110522_giddens no no
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COI: Why keep together

VRA Sec. 2
Comment

VRA Sec. 5
Comment?

Sec. 5
County

Summary of Sec. 5
Comment

Non-COl-based
Comment

Comment on
Commission Process

general_20110521_schechter

no

Redistricting should be
done by zip code and
adjacent zip codes. Zip
codes should not be
dividedsplit into political
districts to help re-elect
anyone.

general_20110522_berry

no

Create compact districts
that enable convenient
travel for a legislator within
a district.

general_20110522_friar

no

Create districts without
party influences. Use a
computer-based
redistricting that creates
districts based on principle
of attempting to approach
a square (or circle) as
closely as possible for all
districts.

general_20110522_giddens

no

Must end practice of
ending gerrymandering.
Any drawing of a district
must embrace
constitutionally correct
attributes of equal
population representation,
connectedness, and be
compact.
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
general_20110522_petlock 5222011 |Kyle Petlock |no no
general_20110522_robinson [5222011 |LaJoyce no Rancho Bernardo San Diego  |yes Bad example of gerrymandering
Robinson RBPoway4S RanchPenasquitosScripps
Ranch
1sdiego_20110608 692011 Michael no yes New districts should be based on geography
Griffith and population density, not racial and sexual
demographics
7sclara_20110608 692011 Huong Truong |no yes Happy with June 2 district lines for Little
(duplicate) Saigon
7sclara_20110608 682011 Kalyana no yes Keep Fremont in the district with Tri-Cities
Kattamuri and southern Alameda county, do not split
Fremont among two districts
8alameda_20110608 682011 Sushil Warrier |no yes Keep Fremont with the Tri-Cities and
southern Alameda county, do not split
Fremont between congressional and
legislative districts
8alameda_20110608 692011 James no yes Keep Fremont with Alameda county
Wallsten
8alameda_20110608 692011 Moina Shaiq |no yes Do not divide Fremont into two congressional
Siddiqi districts
8alameda_20110608 692011 Vasudeva no yes Keep Fremont in Tri-Cities and southern
Kamath Alameda county, do not split Fremont

between congressional and legislative
districts
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
general_20110522_petlock no no
general_20110522_robinson |San Diego County Poway no no
1sdiego_20110608 yes yes
7sclara_20110608 yes yes Little Saigon is a cohesive
community
7sclara_20110608 Alameda Fremont no no
8alameda_20110608 Alameda Fremont no no
8alameda_20110608 Alameda Fremont no no
8alameda_20110608 Fremont no no
8alameda_20110608 Alameda Fremont no no
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
general_20110522_petlock no Stop corrupt, special
interest, and corporate-
backed redistricting. In
need of a process which
puts peoples interests
ahead of corporations and
special interests
general_20110522_robinson no Stop gerrymandering.
Draw lines by population
numbers, not by race.
1sdiego_20110608 no Districts should not reflect
racial or sexual
demographics
7sclara_20110608 no
7sclara_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no Concerned whether Q2
Consulting is listening to
their directive
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8alameda_20110608 692011 Mary no yes Keep San Leandro in one district
Trounstine
8alameda_20110608 692011 no yes Wants city to stay as one district, does not
specify which city
8alameda_20110608 692011 Sushil no yes Keep Fremont as one district, as it currently
Chandra is
8alameda_20110608 692011 Jeff Nibert no yes Do not split along AlamedaContra Costa
county lines; keep Danville, San Ramon,
Dublin, Pleasanton and Livermore together
8alameda_20110608 692011 Kaushik Hathi |no Fremont Alameda yes Do not split Fremont into two Congressional
districts, common identity of southern
Alameda county; Do not make Fremont part
of the eastern San JoseSanta Clara district
8alameda 20110608 692011 Joyce Gross |no yes Keep San Leandro in one district
8alameda_20110608 692011 Karthikeyan [no yes Keep Fremont in one Congressional district
Kandasamy
8alameda_20110608 692011 Vivek Srinivas [no yes Do not split Fremont into two Congressional
districts
8alameda_20110608 692011 Tricia Reichert[no yes San Leandro should be in one district
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8alameda_20110608 San Leandro no no
8alameda 20110608 no no
8alameda_20110608 Fremont no yes
8alameda_20110608 Alameda, Contra Costa Danville, San Ramon, no no Common identity and common sources of
Dublin, Pleasanton and spirit, common employment, buisnesses
Livermore transportation networks, |in the area have formed
similar demographics, partnerships
common childrens sports
leagues, local
governments collaborate
together
8alameda_20110608 Alameda, Santa Clara Fremont, San Jose no yes Fremont has a common
identity
8alameda 20110608 San Leandro no no
8alameda_20110608 Fremont no no
8alameda_20110608 Fremont no no
8alameda_ 20110608 San Leandro no no
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
8alameda_20110608 City should be kept no
together so that city has a
unified voice in the
legislature
8alameda 20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 These cities identify as a no
single community
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda 20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 Fremont is a small city and no
should not be split
between two districts
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 It unfairly disadvantages a no
city to split it into two
districts
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8alameda_20110608 682011 Curtis W no Fremont Alameda yes Do not split Fremont into two districts
Denisar
8alameda_20110608 682011 Ashok Desai [no yes Do not split Fremont into to Congressional
districts
8alameda_20110608 682011 Jane Bethard- [no yes Keep San Leandro in one district
Tracy
8alameda_20110608 682011 Michael no yes Keep San Leandro as one district, Fremont
Keiser should not share representatives with
Oakland
8alameda_20110608 682011 Marvin Wexler |no Fremont Alameda yes Do not split Fremont into two Congressional
districts, splitting would dilute Fremonts voice
on local issues
8alameda 20110608 682011 Mkhalland no yes Keep San Leandro in one district
8alameda_20110608 682011 Sherman no yes Keep Fremont in one district
Williams
8alameda_20110608 682011 Linda no yes Keep San Leandro in one district
MoczkowskKi
8alameda_20110608 682011 Anand no yes Keep Fremont with Tri-Cities and sounthern
Sethuraman Alameda county, do not split Fremont
between Congressional and Legislative
districts
8alameda_20110608 682011 Jan Leimert  [no Fremont Alameda yes Keep Fremont with Tri-Cities and sounthern
Alameda county, do not split Fremont to
partially be with Santa Clara county
8alameda_20110608 682011 Jean A no yes Keep Fremont in one district with Tri-City
Holmes area of Fremont, Newark and Union City
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers

8alameda_20110608 Fremont no no

8alameda_20110608 Fremont no no

8alameda_20110608 San Leandro no no

8alameda_20110608 San Leandro, Oakland no no

8alameda_20110608 Fremont no no

8alameda 20110608 San Leandro no no

8alameda_20110608 Fremont no no

8alameda_20110608 San Leandro no no

8alameda_20110608 Alameda Fremont no no

8alameda_20110608 Alameda, Santa Clara Fremont no no

8alameda_20110608 Fremont, Union City, no yes These cities have many

Newark

issues and agencies in
common, have worked
together historically
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
8alameda_20110608 Fremont has done well as no Politicians should not
one district interfere with local politics,
does not want to pay for
an additional political
position
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 San Leandro is very no
different from Oakland
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda 20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 City representatives would no
have to work with two
different congressional
offices if Fremont is split
8alameda_20110608 no Thank you for your service
on the Redistricting
Commission
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Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8alameda_20110608 682011 Mary Minor no yes Do not split San Leandro between the
Oakland and HaywardUnion City districts
8alameda_20110608 682011 Henry no yes Keep Fremont in one district
Hutchins
8alameda_20110608 682011 George no yes Keep Fremont in one district
Winsted
8alameda_20110608 682011 Pavan Vedere |no yes Keep Fremont with Tri-Cities and southern
Alameda county, do not split Fremont
between Congressional and legislative
districts
8alameda_20110608 682011 Douglas no yes Keep Fremont in one district
Tinney
8alameda_20110608 682011 Rose Works |no Oakland Alameda no
8alameda_20110608 682011 Vidya Pradhan(|no Fremont Alameda yes Keep Fremont in one district, do not combine
Fremont with San Jose
8alameda_20110608 682011 Sampath no yes Keep Fremont in one district
Ravindhran
8alameda_20110608 682011 Sunil Chhabra |no yes Keep Fremont in one district
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Dividers
8alameda_20110608 San Leandro, Hayward, no yes San Leandro is a cohesive
Union City, Oakland and active community

8alameda_20110608 Alameda Fremont no yes

8alameda_20110608 Fremont no yes Fremont has a diverse
population

8alameda_20110608 Alameda Fremont no no

8alameda_20110608 Fremont no no

8alameda_20110608 no no

8alameda_20110608 Fremont, San Jose no no

8alameda_20110608 Fremont no yes Fremont has a unified,
cohesive community

8alameda_20110608 Fremont no no
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
8alameda_20110608 No city should be split no
between districts
8alameda_20110608 Fremont is a large city, no The commission should
long history of being in one have had a hearing in
district Fremont to gage residents
opinions
8alameda_20110608 Splitting Fremont would no
dilute local political
influence
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no When do the redistricting
lines become effective?
When will elected officials
be considered in the new
districts? How many public
hearings have been held
as of 6820117
8alameda_20110608 Splitting Fremont would no
dilute the citys political
influence
8alameda_ 20110608 Splitting Fremont would be no
dentrimental to the citys
development, culture and
economy
8alameda_20110608 no
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8alameda_20110608 682011 Rameet Kohli |no yes Keep Fremont in one district, with the Tri-
Cities and southern Alameda county
8alameda_20110608 682011 Sherry no Fremont Alameda yes Keep Fremont in one district, do not combine
Blackman Fremont with San Jose
8alameda_20110608 682011 Milan no yes Keep Fremont in one district, with the Tri-
Thanawala Cities and southern Alameda county
8alameda_20110608 682011 Marilyn M no Fremont Alameda yes Keep Fremont in one district, with Alameda
Campbell county
8alameda_20110608 682011 Cindy Corrello |no Fremont Alameda yes Keep Fremont with Alameda county
Hilke
8alameda_20110608 682011 Joel Freid no no
8alameda_20110608 682011 Gerald no Fremont Alameda yes Keep Fremont in one district
McFaull
8alameda_20110608 682011 Aref Aziz yes Fremont in Alameda yes Do not split up Fremont, create a North-
County Coalition, Chair South Alameda county district along 1-880
from Hayward to Fremont, mirroring the state
SD; keep Newark with Alameda county,
suggest putting San Leandro with Oakland,
or Fremont with Tri-Cities
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Dividers
8alameda_20110608 Alameda Fremont no no
8alameda_20110608 Fremont, San Jose no no
8alameda 20110608 Alameda Fremont no no
8alameda_20110608 Alameda Fremont no no
8alameda_20110608 Alamdea Fremont no no
8alameda_20110608 no no
8alameda_20110608 Fremont no yes Fremont has cohesive
social identity, historic
roots and cultural diversity
8alameda_20110608 Alameda Fremont, Hayward, no no

Newark, Union City,
Oakland, San Leandro
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8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda 20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no We have great respect for
the Commissioners, but
are concerned whether Q2
consulting is listening to
their directive
8alameda_20110608 no Nest two ADs in each SD
to make it easier for voters
to know who their
respresentatives are,
simplify the political map,
facilitate organizing,
canvassing, campaigning,
and educating; follow the
approach CA has taken to
redistrict courts
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
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8alameda_20110608 682011 Margery no Fremont Alameda yes Keep Fremont in one district
Leonard
8ccosta_20110608 682011 Bruce Harter |yes Contra Costa Unified, yes Keep Richmond in George Millers
Superintendent congressional district, do not split the West
Contra Costa school district among three
legislative districts
8marin_20110608 682011 Barbara no Inverness Marin yes Keep Marin and Sonoma in district 6, as it is,
Gaman not with northern counties, San Francisco, or
East Bay
8marin_20110608 692011 Joan Farrell  |no yes Do not redistrict Marin county
8marin 20110608 682011 Julia Bartlett |no Marin yes Do not redistrict Marin county
8napa_20110608 682011 John no yes Do not put Napa county with Sacramento
Dorenbecher valley counties such as Glenn, Colusa, Yuba,
and Sutter
8napa_20110608 682011 Dennis no yes Do not put Napa or American Canyon with
Makemson Glenn, Butte, and Sutter counties
8alameda_20110608 692011 Mithlesh no yes Do not split Fremont
Chandra
8alameda_20110608 692011 Sushil no yes Do not split Fremont
Chandra
8alameda_20110608 692011 John Kaplan [no yes Do not split San Leandro into different
Senate and Assembly districts
8alameda_20110608 692011 Doug Ford no Fremont Alameda yes Keep Fremont in one district, with Union City,
Newark, and Hayward
8alameda_20110608 682011 Martha no yes Keep Fremont in one district
Mahuron
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8alameda_20110608 Fremont no no

8ccosta_20110608 Contra Costa Richmond no yes West Contra Costa School
District should stay in
George Millers district
because he has been a
champion of public
education

8marin_20110608 Marin, Sonoma San Francisco no yes

8marin_20110608 Marin no no

8marin_20110608 Marin no no

8napa_20110608 Napa, Glenn, Colusa, no no

Yuba, Sutter

8napa_20110608 Napa, Glenn, Butte, Sutter |American Canyon no no

8alameda_20110608 Fremont no no

8alameda_20110608 Fremont no no

8alameda_20110608 San Leandro no no

8alameda_20110608 Fremont, Union City, no yes Fremont has a large ethnic

Newark, Hayward population which should

be kept together, Fremont
shares similar concerns
and problems as Union
City, Newark, and
Hayward

8alameda_20110608 Fremont no no
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8alameda_20110608 no
8ccosta_20110608 no
8marin_20110608 Marin and Sonoma have no
more in common than
Marin does with north
coastal counties
8marin_20110608 no
8marin_20110608 no
8napa_20110608 no
8napa_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda_20110608 no
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8napa_20110608 682011 Charles R no yes Keep Napa with Sonoma and Mendocino
Rivas counties
8napa_20110608 682011 David no Napa yes Do not change district one; do not put Napa
Mendelsohn with central valley counties; keep Napa with
Sonoma, Mendocino, Lake and Solano; keep
American Canyon with the rest of Napa and
not with Vallejo
8napa_20110608 682011 John Lansingh([no yes Keep all of Napa county in one district, with
Sonoma, Lake and Mendocino
8napa_20110608 682011 Evan Wilson |no Napa yes Do not put Napa with central valley counties,
keep Napa with Sonoma, Lake and
Mendocino counties
8napa_20110608 682011 Sandy Elles |yes Napa County Farm Napa yes Keep Napa with north coast winegrowing
Bureau, Executive areas; do not split American Canyon from
Director the rest of Napa
8napa_20110608 692011 Barbara Pahre|yes Napa yes Keep Napa with winegrowing areas; do not
split American Canyon from the rest of Napa
8napa_20110608 682011 Marita no yes Keep Napa with Sonoma, Mendocino, and
Dorenbecher other in the first district; keep American
Canyon with Napa; do not put Napa with
Yolo and Sacramento
8napa_20110608 682011 Janet Gotch  [no yes Keep Napa with Lake, Mendocino, and
Sonoma counties; keep American Canyon
with Napa; do not put Napa with Sacramento
valley counties such as Glenn, Colusa, Yuba
and Sutter
8napa_20110608 682011 Dottie no Napa yes Keep Napa with counties that have similar
Rentschler agriculture and interests
8napa_20110608 682011 Geniji no Napa Napa yes Keep American Canyon with Napa
Schmeder
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8napa_20110608 Napa, Sonoma, Mendocine no yes Napa, Sonoma and
Mendocino share interests
and concerns
8napa_20110608 Napa, Sonoma, American Canyon, Vallejo no yes Keep wine country Shared local economy in
Mendocino, Lake Solano counties together wine industry
8napa_20110608 Napa, Sonoma, Lake and no yes Keep wine country Shared local economy in
Mendocino counties together wine industry
8napa_20110608 Napa, Sonoma, Lake, no yes Wine country counties Shared local economy in
Mendocino share culture wine industry and wine
country tourism
8napa_20110608 Napa American Canyon no yes Shared local economy in
wine industry and wine
country tourism
8napa_20110608 Napa American Canyon no yes Shared local idenity as
premium wine regions
8napa_20110608 Napa, Sonoma, American Canyon no yes Shared local economy in
Mendocino, Yolo, wine industry
Sacramento
8napa_20110608 Napa, Sonoma, American Canyon no yes Shared local economy in
Mendocino, Lake, Glenn, wine industry and wine
Colusa, Yuba, Sutter country tourism
8napa_20110608 Napa no no Shared agriculture and
interests
8napa_20110608 Napa American Canyon no yes Napa county has spirit of

coperation and should be
kept together
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8napa_20110608 no
8napa_20110608 no
8napa_20110608 no
8napa_20110608 no
8napa_20110608 no
8napa_20110608 no
8napa_20110608 no
8napa_20110608 no
8napa_20110608 no
8napa_20110608 Napa county has spirit of no
coperation and should be
kept together
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8napa_20110608 682011 Kathryn no yes Keep Napa with Marin, Mendocino, and
Winter Sonoma; keep American Canyon with Napa

8napa 20110608 692011 Ryan Raes no American Canyon Napa yes Keep American Canyon with Napa county

8smateo_ 20110608 682011 Adam no no

8sonoma_20110608 682011 Claire May no no

9humboldt_20110608 682011 Humboldt yes Humboldt Fishermans Humboldt yes Keep Humboldt countys representation as it
Fishermans Marketing Association, is, with two congressional members, one
Marketing Board of Directors closer to San Francisco and one farther
Association north

9mendocino_20110608 682011 Spencer no Mendocino |yes Mendocino should be with Napa, Sonoma
Brewer and Lake

9siskiyou 20110608 692011 Mark Baird no no
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8napa_20110608 Napa, Marin, Mendocino, |American Canyon no yes Napa has historical and Shared local economy in
Sonoma political affinity with wine industry
coastal and wine-growing
counties
8napa 20110608 Napa American Canyon no no
8smateo_20110608 no no
8sonoma_20110608 no no
9humboldt_20110608 Humboldt, San Francisco no no
9mendocino_20110608 Mendocino, Napa, no yes Shared local economy in
Sonoma, Lake wine industry
9siskiyou 20110608 no no
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8napa_20110608 Counties should never be no
split up

Bnapa 20110608 no

8smateo_ 20110608 no Will Sierra Avenue,
Mountain View, CA 94041
be included in the 11th SD
or the 13th SD?

8sonoma_20110608 no Do not create district lines
based on political parties,
outside influence had have
bad effects on
communities, communities
should not be subject to
special interests

9humboldt_20110608 no

9mendocino_20110608 no

9siskiyou 20110608 no Siskiyou county should not
be re-districted after only
one meeting; one meeting
is not enough to determine
the social and economic
character of the
community
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8alameda_20110608 682011 Sunil Sethi no yes Keep Fremont in one district, with Newark
and Union City, do not put Fremont with San
Jose
8alameda_20110608 682011 Surendra no yes Keep Fremont in one district, with Alameda
Kunwar, county
Manju
Sharma,
Manish
Sharma, Aditi
Sharma
1imperial_20110521 5212011 |Peter Nelson |no - - Imperial yes Keep East County separate from Imperial
County
1imperial_20110528 5282011 [|Pamela Pence|no - Bermuda Dunes Riverside yes Do not combine Coachella Valley and
Imperial Valley
1sdiego_20110525 5252011 |Steve Clapp |no - - East yes Do not combine East County and Imperial
County
1sdiego_20110531 5312011 |Rick Bova no - Escondido San Diego  |yes Keep Escondido in one state assembly
district
2riverside_20110524 5242011 |Carol Haskell |no - Palm Springs Riverside yes Do not combine Coachella Valley with
Imperial County
2riverside_20110526 5262011 |Ronald O. yes mayor, city of Riverside Riverside yes Keep city of Riverside within the county of
Loveridge Riverside Riverside
2sbernardino_20110530 5302011 |Carole yes president and CEO, - - no -
Beswick Inland Action, Inc.
2sbernardino_20110531 5312011 [Daniel no - San Bernardino San yes The city of San Bernardino should be
Palacios Bernardino represented by a single Assembly District
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8alameda_20110608 Fremont no yes Fremont has more in
common with Newark and
Union City than it does
with San Jose
8alameda 20110608 Alameda Fremont no no
1imperial_20110521 Imperial, East - - no no - different economic
interests
1imperial_20110528 - - - no no - different economic
interests
1sdiego_20110525 Imperial, East El Centro - no no - different industries
1sdiego_20110531 San Diego Escondido, Ramona, San |- no yes schools, stores, urbansuburban culture
Marcos, San Diego, restaurants
Rancho Bernardo
2riverside_20110524 San Diego, Orange, Palm Springs - no yes older, diverse population |different industries
Imperial
2riverside_20110526 Riverside, San Diego, Riverside, Corona, Norco |Santa Ana River, March Air{no yes shared social idenity -
Orange Reserve Base, Joint Power
Authority
2sbernardino_20110530 Riverside, San Bernardino |- - no yes - -
2sbernardino_20110531 - San Bernardino, - no yes Ensures the voice of the |-

Bloomington, Rialto,
Colton, Muscoy

citizens are heard
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8alameda_20110608 no
8alameda 20110608 no
1imperial_20110521 - no
1imperial_20110528 - no
1sdiego_20110525 - no
1sdiego_20110531 shared public institutions, no
stores
2riverside 20110524 no
2riverside_20110526 shared transportation no
system, educational
facilities, financial fund
matching grants
2sbernardino_20110530 - They ensured no They drew maps for the
compliance with the State Senate, State
VRA Assembly, and Congress
districts for the Inland
Empire
2sbernardino_20110531 - no

Page 186



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
3orange_20110525 5252011 |Nancy Rikel [|yes mayor, city of Yorba [Yorba Linda Orange yes Make Yorba Linda one assembly district
Linda
3orange_20110525 5272011 |Peggy Eckroth|no - - Orange yes Do not split up South Orange County or
attach us to Oceanside
3orange_20110525 5272011 |Diane D. no - San Clemente Orange no
Coffin
3orange_20110525 5262011 |Jan no - San Clemente Orange yes Keep San Clemente in the same districts as
Ballestracci coastal cities
3orange_20110525 5262011 |Donna Carter |no - San Clemente Orange yes Do not lump South Orange in same district
as San Diego and Riverside
3orange_20110527 5292011 |Peni no - San Clemente Orange yes Keep San Clemente, Dana Point, and San
Woehrman Juan Capistrano together
3orange_20110527 5292011 |Ed Schlegel |no - Capistrano Beach Orange yes South Orange County should be south of
Irvine or Lake Forest, bordered by Cleveland
National Forest on the east, on the south by
Camp Pendleton, the ocean to the west, and
Laguna Beach
3orange_20110527 5272011 |Bettye Hayes |no - San Clemente Orange yes Keep San Clemente, Dana Point, San Juan
Capistrano, Laguna Beach together and not
with San Diego County or Riverside County
3orange_20110527 5272011 |R.A. Ergas no - San Clemente Orange yes Keep the beach cities of South Orange
County together
3orange_20110527 5272011 |Hal Forsen no - - Orange yes Do not include Riverside with San Clemente,
Dana Point and San Juan Capistrano
3orange_20110527 5272011 |Dwayne no - - - no
Phillips
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3orange_20110525 Orange Yorba Linda, Los Angeles |- no yes Shared history -
3orange_20110525 Orange, San Diego Oceanside - no yes Cohesive community, -
excellent schools, good
weather
3orange_20110525 San Diego, Riverside, San Clemente, Dana Point, |- no no
Orange Laguna, San Juan
Capistrano
3orange_20110525 Riverside, South Orange, |San Clemente, Dana Point, |- no yes
San Diego San Juan Capitrano, the
Lagunas
3orange_20110525 San Diego, South Orange, [San Clemente, San Juan |Camp Pendleton no yes Shopping centers and
Riverside Capistrano, Dana Point, recreational facilities
Newport Beach, Mission
Viejo, Oceanside
3orange_20110527 Orange, Riverside, San San Clemente, Dana Point,[Santa Ana Mountains, no yes Shared geography, living |Shared industries
Diego San Juan Capistrano Cleveland National Forest, standards, media
Camp Pendelton
3orange_20110527 Orange, Irvine Dana Point, San Clemente, |Lake Forest, Cleveland no yes dining, good schools, -
Capistrano Beach, Laguna [National Forest, Camp recreational facilites
Beach, Mission Viejo, Aliso |Pendleton, the Pacific
Viejo Ocean, Laguna Beach
3orange_20110527 Orange, Riverside, San San Clemente, San Juan |- no yes similar interests similar interests
Diego Capistrano, Dana Point,
Laguna Beach
3orange_20110527 Riverside, San Diego, San Clemente Pacific Ocean, Camp no yes
Orange Pendleton
3orange_20110527 Riverside San Clemente, Dana Point, |- no yes
San Juan Capistrano
3orange_20110527 no yes
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3orange_20110525 - no
3orange_20110525 no
3orange_20110525 no San Clemente lacks
adequate political
representation
3orange_20110525 no
3orange_20110525 no
3orange_20110527 no
3orange_20110527 no
3orange_20110527 similar interests no
3orange_20110527 no
3orange_20110527 no
3orange_ 20110527 no Draw up fair districts
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4la_20110523_5pmafter_2 5232011 |Alex Sanchez |yes Executive Director, Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes Keep the constituents of Mid-City, South
Homies Unidos L.A., Pico UnionWestlake, Korea Town
together.
4la_20110523_5pmafter_2 5232011 |[Creasie no - Long Beach Los Angeles |yes Keep the 37th Congressional District lines
James
4la_20110523_5pmafter_2 5232011 |Carrie Scoville |no - San Pedro Los Angeles |yes Keep San Pendro, Harbor City, Wilmington,
Terminal Island together and not with Long
Beach; keep Los Angeles together; keep the
Port of Los Angeles within the Los Angeles
community. Keep the Port of Long Beach in
Long Beach community
4la_20110523_5pmafter_2 5232011 |Stephen no Calabasas Los Angeles |yes Keep the communities around Santa Monica
Burleigh Mountains together in a legistlative district;
return to the 1991 legislative boundaries
4la_20110523_5pmafter_3 5232011 |Francisco yes president, National Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes Keep community unified
Rivera Central America
Roundtable
4la_20110524 5232011 [Lula Davis- yes councilwoman, City of |Carson Los Angeles |yes Keep the 37th Congressional District
Holmes Carson together, and include Ports of Los Angeles

and Long Beach and Wilmington
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4la_20110523_5pmafter_2 Los Angeles Los Angeles, Mid-City, 101 Freeway, Griffith Park, [no yes Cultural diversity, public  [Similar socioeconomic
Pico UnionWestlake L.A. Zoo, North Hollywood, safety, welfare programs |status
Century Blvd Hollywood
Park Casino, 110 Freeway,
USC, Exposition Park,
Dodgers Stadium, Boyle
Heights, The Avenues,
Lincoln Heights, Cypress,
North East L.A., La
Ceinega Blvd, Fairfax Blvd
4la_20110523_5pmafter_2 Los Angeles Carson, Compton, Long 110, 710, 405 Freeway no yes Cultural diversity 40 of U.S. cargo passes
Beach, Signal Hill, Los through these cities
Angeles,
WattsWillowbrook,
Wilmington
4la_20110523_5pmafter_2 Los Angeles, Long Beach [San Pendro, Harbor City, |- no yes Ports are places of
Wilmington, Terminal employment for the local
Island, Long Beach communities
4la_20110523_5pmafter_2 Los Angeles West Hills, Hidden Hills, no yes shared interest in
Calabasas, Agoura Hills, preserving the Santa
Westlake Village, Malibu Monica Mountains
National Recreations
Area,
4la_20110523_5pmafter_3 Los Angeles Los Angeles no yes cultural events, shared
ethnicity, restaurants,
4la_20110524 Los Angeles Carson no yes oil-refining industry
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4la_20110523_5pmafter_2 no Homies Unidos supports
the redistricting of the
district

4la_20110523_5pmafter_2 no

4la_20110523_5pmafter_2 no

4la_20110523_5pmafter_2 no

4la_20110523_5pmafter_3 prevent political no

fragmentation
4la_20110524 no
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4la_20110524 5242011 |Colleen no Agoura Hills Los Angeles |yes Keep the communities around Santa Monica
Holmes Mountains together in a legistlative district
4la_20110524 5242011 |[Raynean no Los Angeles |yes Dont include us into Los Angeles County
Barker
4la_20110524 5242011 |Ursula Huber- |yes relocation specialist, |[Danville Contra Costa |yes Congressional district should include
Rea Alain Pinel Realtors Lamorinda, Walnut Creek, Oakley, Antioch,
Clayton, Brentwood, Discovery Bay, San
Ramon Vallye, Dublin, Pleasanton,
Livermore
4la_20110524 5242011 |Alan Dymond [yes president, Studio City |Studio City Los Angeles |yes Keep Studio City and Sherman Oaks part of
Residents Association the 23rd Senate district
4la_20110524 5242011 |Connie no Canoga Park Los Angeles |yes Keep Canoga Park together
Galambos-
Malloy
4la_20110524 5242011 |Steve no Torrance Los Angeles |yes New Assembly District should include Palos
Varalyay Verdes, PV Estates, Rolling Hills Estates,
Rancho Palos Verdes, Lomita, Harbor City,
Torrance, Carson, Harbor Gateway,
Gardena
4la_20110524 5242011 [Juanita no Santa Monica Los Angeles |yes Include Culver City, Airport, Beach Cities,
Ardavany Pacific Palisades to Santa Monica and West

LA
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4la_20110524 Los Angeles West Hills, Hidden Hills, no yes shared interest in
Calabasas, Agoura Hills, preserving the Santa
Westlake Village, Malibu Monica Mountains
National Recreations
Area,
4la_20110524 Los Angeles no yes Good community now
4la_20110524 Contra Costa Lamorinda, Walnut Creek, no yes
Oakley, Antioch, Clayton,
Brentwood, Discovery Bay,
San Ramon Vallye, Dublin,
Pleasanton, Livermore
4la_20110524 Los Angeles, Ventura West Hollywood, Malibu, [Toluca Lake, 101 Ventura [no yes Shared freeways, cultural
Sherman Oaks, Studio Freeway centers, shopping and
City, Universal City, Valley recreational districts,
Village, North Hollywood, Santa Monica Mountains
Encino, Tarzana,
Woodland Hills
4la_20110524 Los Angeles Canoga Park De Soto Avenue, Topanga |no yes
Cayon, Nordoff, Victory
4la_20110524 Los Angeles Palos Verdes, PV Estates, no yes No industry
Rolling Hills Estates,
Rancho Palos Verdes,
Lomita, Harbor City,
Torrance, Carson, Harbor
Gateway, Gardena
4la_20110524 Los Angeles Culver City, Airport, Beach no yes Common interests

Cities, Pacific Palisades,
Santa Monica, West LA
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4la_20110524 no
4la_20110524 no
4la_20110524 no
4la_20110524 no
4la_20110524 no
4la_20110524 no
4la_20110524 no
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4la_20110524 5242011 [|James Lau no Orange, Los |yes Recommend four districts of San Gabriel
Angeles Valley, East San Gabriel, San Gabriel Valley
and Mountain, East San Gabriel; see pdf for
all cities (approx 40 in all)
4la_20110525 5252011 |Cyndi and no San Clarita Los Angeles [no
Dan Signett
4la_20110525 5252011 |Elizabeth no Lancaster Los Angeles |yes Make the High Desert area separate region
Helm from Santa Clarita
4la_20110525 5252011 |Karen L. no Van Nuys Los Angeles |no
Kenny
4la_20110525 5252011 |Karen Darr yes administrative analyst, |Lancaster Los Angeles |yes Keep Lancaster, Palmdale and desert
Antelope Valley Transit communities together, keep Lancaster and
Authority Palmdale in the same districts
4la_20110526 5262011 [|John Monsen |yes Citizens for the San Los Angeles |no
Gabriel Mountains
4la_20110526 5262011 |David Hall no Panorama City Los Angeles [no
4la_20110528 5282011 [Diana Dixon- |no Chatsworth Murray no
Davis
4la_20110528 5282011 |Glenn Bailey |no no
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4la_20110524 Orange, Los Angeles no no
4la 20110525 Los Angeles Santa Clarita no no
4la_20110525 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Lancaster, no yes High Desert area is rural
Palmdale, Three Points, and agricultural, seaons
Lake Elizabeth, Llano, and snow
Pearblossom, Lake Los
Angeles
4la_20110525 Los Angeles Van Nuys no no
4la_20110525 Los Angeles, San Lancaster, Los Angeles, no yes shared high school, water,
Bernardino, Kern High Desert, San hospital district
Bernardino, Palmdale
4la_20110526 no no
4la_20110526 Los Angeles Panorama City no yes
4la_20110528 Murray Chatsworth no no
4la_20110528 no no
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4la_20110524 no
4la 20110525 no Dont divide Santa Clarita
4la_20110525 no
4la_20110525 no Draw lines not by
zipcodes, but by entire
cities, use nesting
4la_20110525 no
4la_20110526 no The web address of San
Gabriel Mountains vistor
monitoring results is listed
4la_20110526 no Do not split up Panorama
City
4la_20110528 no Give Chatsworth one
representative in each
district to keep it whole
4la_20110528 no Bell Canyon is adjacent to
West Hills, North Hills is
divided by the 405

Page 198



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
4la_20110528 5282011 |Erica Teasley |yes coordinator, African Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes AD 47 Culver City, Ladera Heights, Baldwin
Linnick American Redistricting Hills, Crenshaw; AD48 Florence-Graham,
Collaborative Watts, Westmont; AD51 Inglewood, Lennox,
West Athens, Gardena, Carson; AD52
Willowbrook, Compton, North Long Beach
5slo_20110526 5262011 |John no - Paso Robles San Luis no
Uebersax Obispo
Sventura_20110525 5252011 [John no - Simi Valley Ventura yes Keep Camarillo, Moorpark, Conejo Valley,
Absmeier Simi Valley together
6kern_20110523_5pm_2 5232011 |Jerry Taylor |yes vice mayor, Ridgecrest|Ridgecrest Kern yes Keep Ridgecrest part of Kern County
6kern_20110524 5242011 |Raynean no Kern yes Do not include Kern with Los Angeles
Barker
6kern_20110525 5252011 |Concetta no Ridgecrest Kern yes Keep Ridgecrest in same district as
Andersen Bakersfield in Kern County
6kern_20110528 5282011 |Erick no Lancaster Los Angeles |yes Keep Lancaster, Palmdale, and Antelope
Byarushengo Valley together
6madera_20110527 5272011 |Tim Farrell no Madera yes Keep Madera County whole
Bstanislaus_20110531 5312011 |John Lazar yes mayor, City of Turlock [Turlock Stanislaus  |yes Keep Turlock with other Highway 99

communities like Ceres and Livingston and
not with rural communities or mountain
communities like Waterford or Calaveras
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4la_20110528 Leimert Park, Crenshaw  [Los Angeles no yes
District, Broadway-
Manchester, View Park,
Oakland
5slo_20110526 San Luis Obispo Paso Robles no no
5Sventura_20110525 Ventura Camarillo, Moorpark, no yes Shared community events
Conejo Valley, Simi Valley
6kern_20110523_5pm_2 Kern, Los Angeles Lancaster, Ridgecrest, no yes Live and work in
Victorville surrouding areas
6kern_20110524 Kern, Los Angeles no no
6kern_20110525 Kern, Los Angeles Ridgecrest, Bakersfield no yes Shared interests Shared interests
6kern_20110528 Los Angeles, Kern Lancaster, Palmdale, San no yes Shared history, media,
Clarita, Victorville, television and radio
Bakersfield, Ridgecrest, stations
Rosamond, Mojave, Boron,
California City
6madera_20110527 Madera no yes Need political
representation
6stanislaus_20110531 Stanislaus Turlock, Ceres, Livingston, |Highway 99 no yes Shared hospitals,

Hughson, Waterford,
Oakdale, Tuolumne,
Calaveras, Mariposa

education system,
freeways
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4la_20110528 no
5slo_20110526 no Irregularity in borders of
the 22nd and 20th
Congressional District
Sventura_20110525 no
6kern_20110523_5pm_2 no
6kern_20110524 no
6kern_20110525 no
6kern_20110528 no
6madera_20110527 no
6stanislaus_20110531 no
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7monterey_20110524 5242011 |Michael no Salinas Monterey no
Romero
7monterey_20110525 5252011 |Regina Gage |no Prunedale Monterey yes Keep Santa Cruz, Monterey and San Benito
together, do not include Santa Barbara or
San Luis Obispo counties
7monterey_ 20110526 5262011 |James W. yes president and general |Salinas Monterey yes Keep Monterey, San Benito, Santa Clara,
Bogart counsel, Grower- and Santa Cruz together
Shipper Association of
Central California
7monterey_ 20110527 5272011 |Joyce Yates |no Monterey yes Keep Monterey together
7sbenito_20110524 5242011 [Mickie Solorio |no Hollister San Benito  |yes Keep Hollister, San Juan Bautista, Salinas,
Luna Castroville, Salinas, Watsonville together
7sclara_20110523_5pmafter 15232011 [Carol Kirkland |yes art teacher, St. Joseph |Mountain View Santa Clara |no
Elementary School
7sclara_20110524 5242011 |Patricia E. yes vice president, San San Jose Santa Clara |yes Keep Silicon Valleys community of interest
Sausedo Jose Silicon Valley together

Chamber of
Commerce
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7monterey_20110524 Monterey Salinas no no
7monterey_20110525 Santa Cruz, Monterey, San |Prunedale no no
Benito, Santa Barbara, San
Luis Obispo
7monterey_20110526 Monterey, San Benito, Salinas no yes shared political views shared watersheds,
Santa Clara, Santa Cruz zoning, environment
7monterey_ 20110527 Monterey, Santa Cruz, San no yes unigue demographics agricultural community
Luis Obispo
7sbenito_20110524 Monterey Hollister, Salinas, no yes Shared demography, rural agricultural
Watsonville, San Juan educational facilites, community
Bautista, Castroville transportation systems
7sclara_20110523_5pmafter no no
7sclara_20110524 Santa Clara San Jose no yes shared technological

community
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7monterey_20110524 no Vandenberg Air Force
Base is not part of Senate
District 15. Do not include
considerations of it in
Senate District 15

7monterey_ 20110525 no

7monterey_ 20110526 no

7monterey_ 20110527 no Do not gerrymander or
give into political pressures

7sbenito_20110524 no

7sclara_20110523_5pmafter no Keep the process fair and
open, do not divide by race
and ethnicity

7sclara_20110524 no
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7sclara_20110531 5312011 |Heidi Kennedy|no no

7scruz_20110523_5pmafter 5232011 |Rebeca no Santa Cruz |yes Keep Santa Cruz, San Benito and Monterey
Villafana together

7scruz_20110530 5302011 |[Jared no Salinas Monterey no
Rutledge

8alameda_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Dyamond no Oakland Alameda no
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7sclara_20110531 San Joaquin Oakland, Milpitas, San no no
Leandro, Richmond, El
Cerrito, Union City,
Pleasanton, Northridge
7scruz_20110523_5pmafter |Santa Cruz, San Benito, San Jose, San Francisco no no shared community agriculture and tourism
Monterey agencies, transportation  |industries
services, media,
geography
7scruz_20110530 Monterey Salinas no no
8alameda_20110523_5pm Alameda Oakland no yes
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Source Document

COI: Why keep together

VRA Sec. 2
Comment

VRA Sec. 5
Comment?

Sec. 5
County

Summary of Sec. 5
Comment

Non-COl-based
Comment

Comment on
Commission Process

7sclara_20110531

Sierra Club Bay
Area plan violates
Voting Rights Act

no

| oppose the Sierra Club
Bay Area plan, San
Joaquin County Citizens
for Constitutional
Redistricting plan, Latino
Policy Forum maps,
California Institute for
Jobs, Economy, and
Education, Coalition of
Asian Pacific Americans
for Fair Redistricting
CAPAFR

7scruz_20110523_5pmafter

no

7scruz_20110530

no

Monterey and the Bay
Area counties have huge
socioeconomic disparities,
the district are not
representative and need to
be redrawn

8alameda_20110523_5pm

no

West Oakland has
inequality, lack of jobs,
lack of affordable housing,
pollution. Please fill the
community with supportive
businesses who prize
equality and environmnetal
justice
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8alameda_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Jason A. no yes Nest 1st and 2nd Assembly Districts in 1st
Bezis Senate district. Nest 3rd and 5th Assembly
districts into the 2nd Senate district
8alameda_20110523_5pm 5232011 [|James B. no Richmond Contra Costa |yes Keep Richmond with Contra Costa County
McMillan
8alameda_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Tracy Bagnall-|no Orinda Contra Costa |yes Keep Oakland, Berkeley, and Emeryville
Lloyd apart from Lafayette, Moraga, and Orinda;
Other COls are (Pittsburg, Antioch,
Brentwood, Bethel Island, Discovery Bay,
Knightsen, Byron)
8alameda_20110523_5pm 5232011 |[Lorraine no Contra Costa |yes
Humes
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Source Document

Geographic Comment:

Counties

Geographic Comment:
Cities

Geographic Comment:
Streets/Rivers/Other
Dividers

Neighborhood
Comment?

Community
of Interest?

COIl: Social Interest (s)

COIl: Economic Interest

(s)

8alameda_20110523_5pm

no

no

8alameda_20110523_5pm

Contra Costa

Richmond

no

yes

Local issues are
addressed

8alameda_20110523_5pm

Contra Costa

Oakland, Berkeley,
Emeryville, Lafayette,
Moraga, Orinda, Walnut
Creek, Acalanes Ridge,
Saranap, Castle Hill, Reliez
Valley, Clayton, Pleasant
Hill, Martinez, Concord,
San Ramon, Alamo,
Danville, Diablo,
Blackhawk, Camino
Tassajara, Norris Canyon

Oakland hills

no

no

8alameda_20110523_5pm

Contra Costa

San Francisco Bay, San
Pablo, Briones Reservoirs,
Pinole, Kensingston

no

no

Shared school system,
diverse ethnic
communities
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

8alameda_20110523_5pm no Do not let the CRC be
influenced by special
interest groups, the 1990s
district maps are a good
model for the 2010s
district maps. Be open
minded about cross-
county legislative districts.
Draw and anticipate city
bounty changes over the
next decade

8alameda_20110523_5pm no

8alameda_20110523_5pm no

8alameda_20110523_5pm no CD 7 is poorly drawn, AD

1 is well drawn.
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8alameda_20110528 5282011 |Carol no Oakland Alameda no
Stepman
8alameda_20110529 5292011 |David Pastor |no no
8alameda_20110529 5292011 [Elisabeth J. no no
Hendricks
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8alameda_20110528 no no
8alameda_20110529 no no
8alameda_20110529 no no
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Source Document

COI: Why keep together

VRA Sec. 2
Comment

VRA Sec. 5
Comment?

Sec. 5
County

Summary of Sec. 5
Comment

Non-COl-based
Comment

Comment on
Commission Process

8alameda_20110528

no

Sierra Club plan is OK only
if it doesnt cross Bay and
Golden Gate Bridges. |
reject the California
Institute for Jobs,
Economy, and Education
and Coalition of Asian
Pacific Americans for Fair
Redistricting CAPAFR and
MALDEF plans.

| support the California
Conservative Action Group
maps

8alameda_20110529

no

Sierra Club plan is OK only
if it doesnt cross Bay and
Golden Gate Bridges. |
reject the California
Institute for Jobs,
Economy, and Education
and Coalition of Asian
Pacific Americans for Fair
Redistricting CAPAFR and
MALDEF plans.

| support the California
Conservative Action Group
maps

8alameda_20110529

no

Sierra Club plan is OK only
if it doesnt cross Bay and
Golden Gate Bridges. |
reject the California
Institute for Jobs,
Economy, and Education
and Coalition of Asian
Pacific Americans for Fair
Redistricting CAPAFR and
MALDEF plans.

| support the California
Conservative Action Group
maps

Page 213



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8alameda_20110529 5292011 [James Keefer |no no
8alameda_20110529 5292011 [Jesus Padilla, |no no
Jr.
8alameda_20110530 5302011 |Sharon yes Realtor, PMZ Real no
Mobley Estate
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8alameda_20110529 no no
8alameda_20110529 no no
8alameda_20110530 no no
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VRA Sec. 2
Comment

VRA Sec. 5
Comment?

Sec. 5
County

Summary of Sec. 5
Comment

Non-COl-based
Comment

Comment on
Commission Process

8alameda_20110529

no

Sierra Club plan is OK only
if it doesnt cross Bay and
Golden Gate Bridges. |
reject the California
Institute for Jobs,
Economy, and Education
and Coalition of Asian
Pacific Americans for Fair
Redistricting CAPAFR and
MALDEF plans.

| support the California
Conservative Action Group
maps

8alameda_20110529

no

Sierra Club plan is OK only
if it doesnt cross Bay and
Golden Gate Bridges. |
reject the California
Institute for Jobs,
Economy, and Education
and Coalition of Asian
Pacific Americans for Fair
Redistricting CAPAFR and
MALDEF plans.

| support the California
Conservative Action Group
maps

8alameda_20110530

no

Sierra Club plan is OK only
if it doesnt cross Bay and
Golden Gate Bridges. |
reject the California
Institute for Jobs,
Economy, and Education
and Coalition of Asian
Pacific Americans for Fair
Redistricting CAPAFR and
MALDEF plans.

| support the California
Conservative Action Group
maps
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8alameda_20110531 5312011 [Shalini no Fremont Alameda yes Keep Fremont, Newark, Union City, and
Shahani Milpitas together
8alameda_20110601 612011 Traci Reilly yes Combine Lafayette, no
Orinda, Moraga with
Walnut Creek and not
with BerkeleyOakland
8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter 15232011 |Santos Lopez |no Contra Costa |yes Keep Pittsburg, Bay Point, Pacheco,
Concord, Martinez, and Pleasant Hill
together, and joined with Antioch, Hercules,
Pincole and walnut Creek if necessary
8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter |5232011 ([Katia Reges [yes Community Health Pleasant Hill Contra Costa |yes Keep Pittsburg, Bay Point, Pacheco,
Educator, La Cinicas Concord, Martinez, and Pleasant Hill
de La Raza, Inc together, and joined with Antioch, Hercules,
Pincole and walnut Creek if necessary
8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter |5232011 [Jenna no Contra Costa |yes Keep Pittsburg, Bay Point, Pacheco,
Carlsson Concord, Martinez, and Pleasant Hill
together, and joined with Antioch, Hercules,
Pincole and walnut Creek if necessary
8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter 15232011 (Luz E. no Contra Costa |yes Keep Pittsburg, Bay Point, Pacheco,
Palomera- Concord, Martinez, and Pleasant Hill
Sierra together, and joined with Antioch, Hercules,
Pincole and walnut Creek if necessary
8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter 15232011 |Bruce Lycon |no Contra Costa |yes Keep Pittsburg, Bay Point, Pacheco,

Concord, Martinez, and Pleasant Hill
together, and joined with Antioch, Hercules,
Pincole and walnut Creek if necessary
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers

8alameda_20110531 Alameda Fremont, Newark, Union no yes Shared history, shopping
City, Milpitas and entertainment

8alameda_20110601 no no

8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter |Contra Costa Pittsburg, Bay Point, Highway 4 and 680 no yes shared transportation developed work
Pacheco, Concord, system relationship, community
Martinez, Plesant Hill, civic efforts
Antioch, Hercules, Pinole,
Walnut Creek

8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter |Contra Costa Pittsburg, Bay Point, Highway 4 and 680 no yes shared transportation developed work
Pacheco, Concord, system relationship, community
Martinez, Plesant Hill, civic efforts
Antioch, Hercules, Pinole,
Walnut Creek

8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter |Contra Costa Pittsburg, Bay Point, Highway 4 and 680 no yes shared transportation developed work
Pacheco, Concord, system relationship, community
Martinez, Plesant Hill, civic efforts
Antioch, Hercules, Pinole,
Walnut Creek

8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter |Contra Costa Pittsburg, Bay Point, Highway 4 and 680 no yes shared transportation developed work
Pacheco, Concord, system relationship, community
Martinez, Plesant Hill, civic efforts
Antioch, Hercules, Pinole,
Walnut Creek

8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter |Contra Costa Pittsburg, Bay Point, Highway 4 and 680 no yes shared transportation developed work

Pacheco, Concord,
Martinez, Plesant Hill,
Antioch, Hercules, Pinole,
Walnut Creek

system

relationship, community
civic efforts
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

8alameda_20110531 no

8alameda_20110601 no Draw fair districts and with
attention to natural barriers

8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter no

8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter no

8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter no

8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter no Thanks for listening

8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter no
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter 15232011 (Brodie Hilp no Contra Costa |yes Keep Pittsburg, Bay Point, Pacheco,
Concord, Martinez, and Pleasant Hill
together, and joined with Antioch, Hercules,
Pincole and walnut Creek if necessary
8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter 15232011 |Betty Vargas |no Contra Costa |yes Keep Pittsburg, Bay Point, Pacheco,
Concord, Martinez, and Pleasant Hill
together, and joined with Antioch, Hercules,
Pincole and walnut Creek if necessary
8ccosta_20110529 5292011 |Clair and Joan|no Walnut Creek Contra Costa |no
Weenig
8ccosta_20110530 5302011 |[Joan S. no no
Hamblin
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers

8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter |Contra Costa Pittsburg, Bay Point, Highway 4 and 680 no yes shared transportation developed work
Pacheco, Concord, system relationship, community
Martinez, Plesant Hill, civic efforts
Antioch, Hercules, Pinole,
Walnut Creek

8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter |Contra Costa Pittsburg, Bay Point, Highway 4 and 680 no yes shared transportation developed work
Pacheco, Concord, system relationship, community
Martinez, Plesant Hill, civic efforts
Antioch, Hercules, Pinole,
Walnut Creek

8ccosta_20110529 no no

8ccosta_20110530 no no
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Source Document

COI: Why keep together

VRA Sec. 2
Comment

VRA Sec. 5
Comment?

Sec. 5
County

Summary of Sec. 5
Comment

Non-COl-based
Comment

Comment on
Commission Process

8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter

no

8ccosta_20110523_5pmafter

no

8ccosta_20110529

no

Sierra Club plan is OK only
if it doesnt cross Bay and
Golden Gate Bridges. |
reject the California
Institute for Jobs,
Economy, and Education
and Coalition of Asian
Pacific Americans for Fair
Redistricting CAPAFR and
MALDEF plans.

| support the California
Conservative Action Group
maps

8ccosta_20110530

no

Sierra Club plan is OK only
if it doesnt cross Bay and
Golden Gate Bridges. |
reject the California
Institute for Jobs,
Economy, and Education
and Coalition of Asian
Pacific Americans for Fair
Redistricting CAPAFR and
MALDEF plans.

| support the California
Conservative Action Group
maps
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8ccosta_20110531 5312011 |Bruce Palmer |yes Lieutenant Colonel, US no
Army
8ccosta_20110531 5312011 |Alice Croft no no
8ccosta_20110531 5312011 [Carol M. no no
Hehmeyer
8marin_20110521 5212011 |Allen Appell |no yes Keep Marin and Sonoma Counties together
8marin_20110524 5242011 |Richard Locke |no yes Keep Marin and Sonoma Counties together
in same congressional district
8marin_20110525 5252011 |Roger Peters |no yes Keep Marin and Sonoma Counties together
in same congressional district
8napa_20110523_5pmafter 15232011 |[Sonya Deluca|yes program director, Napa Napa no
Napa Valley
Grapegrowers
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8ccosta 20110531 no no
8ccosta_20110531 no no
8ccosta 20110531 no no
8marin_20110521 Marin, Sonoma no yes Shared community values
8marin_20110524 Marin, Sonoma no yes Shared community values |agricultural interests
8marin_20110525 Marin, Sonoma, San San Francisco Golden Gate Bridge no yes Shared transportation
Francisco challenges
8napa_20110523_5pmafter |Napa Napa no no
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together [VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 |Sec.5 [Summary of Sec. 5 |[Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
8ccosta_20110531 no Sierra Club plan is OK only|l support the California
if it doesnt cross Bay and |[Conservative Action Group
Golden Gate Bridges. | maps
reject the California
Institute for Jobs,
Economy, and Education
and Coalition of Asian
Pacific Americans for Fair
Redistricting CAPAFR and
MALDEF plans.
8ccosta_20110531 no Sierra Club plan is OK only|l support the California
if it doesnt cross Bay and |Conservative Action Group
Golden Gate Bridges. | maps
reject the California
Institute for Jobs,
Economy, and Education
and Coalition of Asian
Pacific Americans for Fair
Redistricting CAPAFR and
MALDEF plans.
8ccosta_20110531 no Do not gerrymander
8marin_20110521 no
8marin_20110524 no
8marin_20110525 no
8napa_20110523_5pmafter no See email about my public
comment on congressional
districts
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8napa_20110523_5pmafter 15232011 [Paul Dolan yes owner, Paul Dolan yes Keep Napa, Sonoma, and Mendocino
Vineyards together
8napa_20110523_5pmafter 5232011 [Anne yes Community Relations no
Steinhauer Manager, Napa Valley
Vintners
8napa_20110524 5242011 |Marjorie no Napa yes Combine Napa, Sonoma, Lake, Yolo,
Preston Mendicino counties together
8sfrancisco_20110523_5pmaf |5232011 [Chin Lo no San Francisco San yes Keep Sunset district in a different
ter Francisco congressional district
8sfrancisco_20110529 5292011 |Barry P. no no
Boothe
8sfrancisco_20110531 5312011 |Zesara Chan |no San Francisco San yes Keep northern San Mateo County and
Francisco southern San Francisco County in one
congressional district
8sfrancisco_20110531 5312011 |[SherylLand |no San Francisco San yes Keep San Francisco as one district
Francisco
8sfrancisco_20110531 5312011 |Richard no San Francisco San yes Do not combine Marin with San Francisco
Dolores Francisco
Muratore
8sfrancisco_20110531 5312011 |Hugo Rafael |no South San Francisco San Mateo |yes Keep my community together
Mora
8smateo_20110525 5252011 |Yvonne Ryzak |no Foster City San Mateo |yes Do not change San Mateo County borders
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8napa_20110523_5pmafter |Napa, Sonoma, Medocino no yes Interconnectedness of
wine community
8napa_20110523_5pmafter no no
8napa_20110524 Freeways 101, 5 no yes Shared rural community,
freeways
8sfrancisco_20110523_5pmaf |San Francisco San Francisco no no
ter
8sfrancisco 20110529 no no
8sfrancisco_20110531 San Francisco, San Mateo [San Francisco, Daly City no yes Similar cultural interests | Similar economic interests
8sfrancisco_20110531 San Francisco, Marin, San |San Francisco, San Mateo no yes Asian community
Mateo
8sfrancisco_20110531 San Francisco, San Mateo |San Francisco no no
8sfrancisco_20110531 South San Francisco San Mateo no yes Low income community,
shared need for improved
educational opportunities
8smateo_20110525 Foster City, Palo Alto, San Mateo no no

Mountain View, Santa
Clara
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

8napa_20110523_5pmafter no

8napa_20110523_5pmafter no See the attached letters

8napa_20110524 no

8sfrancisco_20110523_5pmaf no

ter

8sfrancisco 20110529 no Do not gerrymander based

on race

8sfrancisco_ 20110531 no

8sfrancisco 20110531 no

8sfrancisco 20110531 no

8sfrancisco_ 20110531 no

8smateo 20110525 no
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8smateo 20110526 5262011 |Dawn Holley |no no
4langeles_20110616 6162011 [Vanessa no Los Angeles |yes Nest Santa Clarita with East Ventura County.
Safoyan Keep Camarillo, Thousand Oaks, Moorpark,
Simi Valley connected to Santa Clarita in SD.
4langeles 20110616 6162011 |Charles Gill  |no Santa Clarita Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |James D. no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole in CD. Add
Hicken Newhall into Antelope Valley-Santa Clarita
Valley CD
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Susan no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole in CD. Add
Christopher Newhall into Antelope Valley-Santa Clarita
Valley CD
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Scott Wilk, Jr. |no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole in CD. Add
Newhall into Antelope Valley-Santa Clarita
Valley CD
4langeles_20110616 6162011 [Joyce no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole in CD.
Shulman
4langeles_20110616 6162011 [Vanessa no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole in CD. Add
Safoyan Newhall into Antelope Valley-Santa Clarita
Valley CD
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Marshall no Pasadena Los Angeles |yes Do not split Pasadena or South Pasadena
Rutter
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Deborah no Santa Clarita Los Angeles |yes Do not split Santa Clarita in ADSDCD. Add
Blethen Aqua Dulce to SCV AD.
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8smateo 20110526 no no
4langeles_20110616 Ventura Santa Clarita, Camarillo, no yes Coastal v. inland
Thousand Oaks,
Moorpark, Simi Valley
4langeles 20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110616 Pasadena, South no no
Pasadena
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no no
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
8smateo_20110526 no Sierra Club plan is OK only|l support the California
if it doesnt cross Bay and |[Conservative Action Group
Golden Gate Bridges. | maps
reject the California
Institute for Jobs,
Economy, and Education
and Coalition of Asian
Pacific Americans for Fair
Redistricting CAPAFR and
MALDEF plans.
4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles 20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Scott Wilk no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole in CD. Add
Newhall into Antelope Valley-Santa Clarita
Valley CD
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |[Donald no Los Feliz Improvement Los Angeles |yes Keep Los Feliz with Hollywood Hills and
Seligman Association, President Glendale
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Peter Brier no Los Angeles |yes Do not separate Altadena from Pasadena
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Pat Koscheski|no Santa Clarita Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole Valencia, Saugus,
Newhall, Canyon Country.
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |David Uranga |yes Pasadena City Pasadena Los Angeles |yes See attached maps. Combine Glendale,
College, Professor Burbank. Combine Altadena, Pasadena.
Connect all whole cities from La Canada to
Claremont along 210 corridor
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Sandra yes El Centro del Pueblo, |Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes Keep Echo ParkSilverlake, Temple
Figueroa Villa Executive Director BeaudryPico Union separate from West
Hollywood, Beverly Hills, Pacific Palisades,
Beverly Hills, Calabasas
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Bill Bogaard |yes City of Pasadena, Pasadena Los Angeles |yes Keep Pasadena in one CD by moving
Mayor southern Pasadena from E. San Gabriel
Valley-Diamond Bar into San Gabriel
Mountains-Foothill. Move most of Upland
from SGMF district into Ontario district. Move
SE portion of Chino Hills from Ontario into
ESGV-DB district
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Leron Gubler [yes Hollywood Chamber of [Hollywood Los Angeles |yes Keep Hollywood together. Boundaries N-
Commerce, President Mulholland, E-Hyperion, S-Melrose, W-City
and CEO of West Hollywood
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Jeanette no Los Angeles |yes Keep Pasadena and Altadena together
Mann
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Dividers
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no yes Coastal v. inland
4langeles_20110616 Glendale no yes High property values
4langeles_20110616 Pasadena no yes Community, historical Public services
experience
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no yes Do not split college and
high school districts
politically
4langeles_20110616 Burbank, Glendale, La 210 no no
Canada, Claremont
4langeles_20110616 Echo ParkSilverlake, no yes Different social Different economic
Temple BeaudryPico characteristics characteristics; working
Union, West Hollywood, poor v. primarily wealthy
Beverly Hills, Pacific
Palisades, Beverly Hills,
Calabasas
4langeles_20110616 Pasadena, Upland, Chino no yes
Hills
4langeles_20110616 Hollywood, West Mulholland no yes unique interests
Hollywood
4langeles_20110616 Pasadena no yes common history, cultural

affinity
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Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 Preserve Voting no Thank you for opportunity
Rights Act status of to present views on impact
Ontario district of recently announced

districts
4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
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4langeles_20110616_sherma (6162011 (lrwin Goldring |no Los Angeles |yes Do not split Sherman Oaks in half.
noaks
4langeles_20110616_sherma |6162011 [Jane D Anna |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks
noaks
4langeles_20110616_sherma |6162011 [Andrew Achen|no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks
noaks
4langeles_20110616_sherma |6162011 [Karen Cini yes Prudential, Realtor Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Boundary
noaks should be at Mulholland Drive
4langeles_20110616_sherma |6162011 |Gail Reisig no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks
noaks
4langeles_20110616_sherma |6162011 [Candise no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks into two CDs
noaks Kovacevich
5sbarbara_20110616 6172011 |Elizabeth no Lompoc Santa yes Do not split Lompoc
Schmiidt Barbara
5sbarbara_20110616 6152011 |Ron Fink no Lompoc Santa yes Put Lompoc as a whole with Vandenberg
Barbara Village, Mesa Oaks, Mission Hills
5sbarbara_20110616 6142011 |Terence no Santa yes Good job on Santa Barbara (AD 35, SD 19).
Dressler Barbara
5sbarbara_20110616 6142011 |Paul Rosso |no Santa yes Good job on SLOSB. Put Lompoc into
Barbara SLOSB AD. Combine SLOSB and SBWVEN
ADs into one SD.
5sbarbara_20110616 6142011 |Eileen no Santa yes Isla Vista should be included with city of
Anthony Barbara Santa Barbara
5sbarbara_20110616 6152011 |Rosie no Lompoc Santa yes Do not split Lompoc.
Chandler Barbara
5sbarbara_20110616 6152011 |Debra Jewell |no Lompoc Santa yes Do not split Lompoc
Barbara
5sbarbara_20110616 6152011 |Ashley no Lompoc Santa yes Do not split Lompoc
Barbara
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4langeles_20110616_sherma no yes Do not combine Sherman
noaks Oaks with Westside
neighborhoods as they
have different interests
4langeles_20110616_sherma no yes Close-knit, strong
noaks community interests
4langeles_20110616_sherma no no
noaks
4langeles_20110616_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes same shop at same
noaks schoolschurchestemples |supermakets
4langeles_20110616_sherma no no
noaks
4langeles_20110616_sherma no no
noaks
5sbarbara_20110616 Lompoc no no
5sbarbara_20110616 Lompoc no yes Rural
5sbarbara_20110616 no yes Coastal
5sbarbara_20110616 Lompoc no no
5sbarbara_20110616 Santa Barbara no yes College students
Bsbarbara 20110616 Lompoc no yes of same mind
Bsbarbara_ 20110616 Lompoc no yes Small town
5sbarbara_20110616 Lompoc no yes Isolated geography
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4langeles_20110616_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110616_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110616_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110616_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110616_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110616_sherma no

noaks

5sbarbara_20110616 no

5sbarbara_20110616 no Request that public record
be corrected to reflect that
population of Lompoc is
42,434,

5sbarbara_20110616 no

B5sbarbara_20110616 no

Bsbarbara 20110616 no

Bsbarbara 20110616 no

Bsbarbara_ 20110616 no

Bsbarbara 20110616 no
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5sbarbara_20110616 6162011 [Justin and no Lompoc Santa yes Do not split Lompoc
Ann Ruhge Barbara
5sbarbara_20110616 6172011 [William no Lompoc Santa yes Put Lompoc into one district
Mullins Barbara
5sbarbara_20110616 Barry K. no Lompoc Santa yes Do not split Lompoc in half
Ashby Barbara
5sbarbara_20110616 6172011 |Todd and no Lompoc Santa yes Do not split Lompoc
Laura Miz Barbara
Sventura_20110616 6172011 |S. Trivedi no Ventura no
5ventura_20110616 6142011 |Gary Esser no Moorpark Ventura yes Do not put Moorpark and Simi Valley with
Santa Clarita and Antelope Valleys. Put with
Ventura County
5ventura_20110616 6132011 |Victoria no Simi Valley Ventura yes Thousand Oaks, Simi Valley, Moorpark,
Johnson Camarillo need to stay together. Keep this
entity separate from Santa Clarita, Palmdale,
Los Angeles
5Sventura_20110616 6132011 |Joana Smith |no Thousand Oaks Ventura yes See attached letter
5ventura_20110616 6132011 |John and no Thousand Oaks Ventura yes Do not split Thousand Oaks
Louis Helliwell
5ventura_20110616 6132011 |Cherie no Thousand Oaks Ventura yes Keep Thousand Oaks in one ADSd
Doherty
5Sventura 20110616 6152011 |Joe Piros no Santa Paula Ventura yes Do not let Gallegly represent Santa Paula
5ventura_20110616 6162011 |Pamela no Ventura yes Good job on Ventura County
Pecarich
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5sbarbara_20110616 Lompoc no yes Lompoc not a part of any
other urban area
B5sbarbara 20110616 no no
5sbarbara 20110616 Lompoc no no
Bsbarbara 20110616 no no
Sventura_20110616 no no
Sventura_20110616 Ventura Moorparks, Simi Valley, no no
Santa Clarita
5ventura_20110616 Santa Clarita, Palmdale, no no
Thousand Oaks, Simi
Valley, Moorpark,
Camarillo
Sventura_ 20110616 no no
Sventura_20110616 no no
Sventura_20110616 no no
Sventura_ 20110616 no no
Sventura_20110616 no no
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Bsbarbara_ 20110616 no

B5sbarbara 20110616 no

Ssbarbara 20110616 no

Bsbarbara 20110616 no

5ventura_20110616 no Wants numbers used to
create three districts in
Ventura County

Sventura_20110616 no

Sventura_20110616 no

Sventura_ 20110616 no

Sventura_20110616 no

Sventura_20110616 no

Sventura_ 20110616 no

5Sventura_20110616 no Done good job in meeting
tests of population,
communities of interest,
keeping cities in one
district
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5ventura_20110616 6172011 [|Jim Yarbrough|no Ventura yes Do not split Oxnard
5ventura_20110616 6132011 |Joana Smith |no Thousand Oaks Ventura yes Keep Thousand Oaks whole in Ventura
County
7sclara_20110614_2 6142011 |Carol Ashman |no San Jose Santa Clara |yes See attached lettermaps Put Evergreen
community in San Jose together
7sclara_20110614_3 6142011 |Carol Ashman |no San Jose Santa Clara |yes Attached maps
7sclara_20110615_3 6162011 |Kerri Dunlay |no Santa Clara |[no
7sclara_20110615_3 6152011 |Carol Piros no Santa Clara |yes Simi Valley and Moorpark should be shifted
to LA County
7sclara_20110616 6142011 |Betty no Santa Clara |yes Thank you for putting coastal communities
Devalcourt like Santa Cruz and Monterey together while
farming communities are in separate
districts.
7sclara_20110616 6162011 |[Ronald no Santa Cruz |yes Do not put Felton with Silicon Valley. Put
Bourret Felton with Santa Cruz.
7sclara 20110616 6132011 |Herbert Fogel |no Scotts Valley Santa Cruz |yes Scotts Valley does not belong in 14th CD
7sclara_20110616 6132011 [Marsha Hill no Santa Cruz |no
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Sventura_20110616 Oxnard no yes Latinoimmigrant
5ventura_20110616 no yes Similar Similar economic makeup
demographicdensity make-
up
7sclara_20110614 2 San Jose no yes Common concerns with
traffic, environment,
schools, quality of life
7sclara_20110614_3 no no
7sclara_20110615_3 no no
7sclara_20110615_3 Simi Valley, Moorpark no no
7sclara_20110616 Santa Cruz, Monterey no yes Coastal
7sclara_20110616 Santa Cruz no yes Mountainous communities
7sclara 20110616 Scotts Valley no no
7sclara_20110616 no no
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Sventura_20110616 Placing Oxnard in a [no

district hostile to
Latinosimmigrants is
possibly illegal
relative to 1965
Voting Rights Act

Sventura_20110616 no

7sclara_20110614 2 no

7sclara_20110614_3 no

7sclara_20110615_3 no Too many Democrats
serving on the
Commission

7sclara_20110615_3 no

7sclara_20110616 no Thank you for being a truly
citizens commission

7sclara_20110616 no

7sclara 20110616 no Cannot read maps

7sclara_20110616 no Cannot read maps. Want

a map which includes
streets or other identifying
markers
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7sclara_20110616_2 6152011 |Duplicates no no
Betty
Devalcourt,
Ronald
Bourret,
Herbert Fogel,
Marsha Hill
7scruz_20110615_3 6152011 [James Van no Santa Cruz |yes Watsonville should be part of Santa Cruz
Houten County-Monterey County district
7scruz_20110616 6152011 |Duplicates no no
Betty
Devalcourt,
Herbert Fogel,
Marsha Hill
8ccosta_20110615_2 6132011 |Susan no Contra Costa |yes George Miller needs to stay with Richmond
Wittenberg
8ccosta_20110615_2 6162011 |[Paul Abelson |no Contra Costa |yes Reassign an area in West Contra Costa
County to an adjacent area in northern
Alameda County. Or, reassign an area in
South Contra Costa County to an adjacent
district in eastern Alameda County
8ccosta_20110615_2 6152011 |Carol no Contra Costa |no
Hehmeyer
8ccosta_20110615_2 6152011 |Bob Caughron|no Contra Costa |yes Leave districts the way they were before first
drafts.
8humboldt_ 20110616 6162011 [Sue Pierce no Humboldt yes Put Humboldt in a district with Del Norte,
Siskiyou, Shasta, Trinity, Modoc
8humboldt_20110616 6162011 |Maggie Carey |yes Briceland Winery Humboldt yes Put Humboldt with Mendocino, Lake
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7sclara_20110616_2 no no
7scruz_20110615_3 Santa Cruz, Monterey Watsonville no yes Closely tied to Santa Cruz
and Monterey
7scruz_20110616 no no
8ccosta_ 20110615 _2 Richmond no yes Miller knows Richmonds
strengths, weaknesses,
profound problems
8ccosta_20110615_2 Contra Costa, Alameda no no
8ccosta_20110615_2 no no
8ccosta_20110615_2 no no
8humboldt_ 20110616 Humboldt, Del Norte, no yes Small town, rural agricultural
Siskiyou, Shasta, Trinity,
Modoc
8humboldt_20110616 Humboldt, Mendecino, no yes School district, athletic Wine industry

Lake

league
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7sclara_20110616_2 no

7scruz_20110615_3 no

7scruz_20110616 no

8ccosta_20110615_2 no

8ccosta_20110615_2 no

8ccosta_20110615_2 no Do not stop producing
transcripts of hearings

8ccosta_20110615_2 no

8humboldt_ 20110616 no

8humboldt_20110616 no
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8marin_20110615 6152011 |Alan Klumpp [no San Rafael Marin yes First draft maps for Marin are OK.
8marin_20110616 6162011 |Sarah no Marin yes North Coast district is a gerrymandered
Cameron district
Lerer
8marin_20110616 6132011 [|Jeanne Lese |no Marin yes Do not combine Marin with Mendecino and
Humboldt
8marin_20110616 6162011 |Peter Van no MyCRE LLC Sausalito Marin yes See attached letter, maps
Meter
8marin_20110616 6162011 |Sarah no Marin yes Put American Canyon with Napa. Put
Cameron Sebastopol with Marin.
Lerer
8napa 20110615 2 6152011 |Ed Estin no Napa yes Put American Canyon with Napa
8napa_20110615_2 6172011 |Alma J. Gross |no Napa yes Put American Canyon in Napa
8napa_20110615_2 6162011 |Patriciaand |no American Canyon Napa yes Put American Canyon with Napa
William
Etchison
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Lee Shulman |no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole in CD. Add
Newhall into Antelope Valley-Santa Clarita
Valley CD
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Calvin no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole in CD. Add
Hedman Newhall into Antelope Valley-Santa Clarita
Valley CD
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |[Danielle Smith|no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole in CD. Add
Newhall into Antelope Valley-Santa Clarita
Valley CD
4langeles_20110616 6162011 [Terry Miller no Los Angeles |no
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8marin_20110615 Marin no no
8marin_20110616 no no
8marin 20110616 Mendecino, Humbolat, no no
Marin
8marin_20110616 no no
8marin_20110616 Marin American Canyon, no no
Sebastopol
8napa 20110615 2 Napa American Canyon no yes Rural
8napa_20110615_2 Napa American Canyon no no
8napa_20110615_2 Napa American Canyon no yes High School does not want|Gateway to biggest Wine
Vallejo encroaching into  |Country and Tourism
that system
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110616 no no
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8marin_20110615 no

8marin_20110616 no

8marin 20110616 no

8marin_20110616 no

8marin_20110616 no

8napa 20110615 2 no

8napa_20110615_2 no

8napa_20110615_2 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no Need copies of
redistricting maps in San
Gabriel Valley area
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4langeles_20110616 6162011 |John no Los Angeles |no
McCready
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Ed Masterson |no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole in CD. Add
Newhall into Antelope Valley-Santa Clarita
Valley CD
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |David Gauny |no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole in CD. Add
Newhall into Antelope Valley-Santa Clarita
Valley CD
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Brian Smith  |no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole in CD. Add
Newhall into Antelope Valley-Santa Clarita
Valley CD
4langeles_20110616 6162011 [Vanessa May |no Los Angeles |yes Put Lake View Terrace with Burbank,
Glendale, La Crescenta
4langeles_20110616 6162011 [Normajean no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks
Jonz
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Barbara no Los Angeles |yes Do not lump different socioeconomic areas
Morden together
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Crystal J. no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole in CD. Add
Smith-Boon Newhall into Antelope Valley-Santa Clarita
Valley CD
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Clemi Boubli |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Los Feliz.
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Steve Teeman|no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole in CD. Add

Newhall into Antelope Valley-Santa Clarita
Valley CD
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4langeles_20110616 no no
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110616 Burbank, Glendale no yes Common concerns
horses, foothills, Angeles
National Forest,
environment, fire dangers
4langeles_20110616 no no
4langeles_20110616 no no
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110616 no yes Demographic living in
heart of Los Angeles
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no no

Page 251



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

4langeles_20110616 no Can commission prove
any objective boundaries
were used? The
boundaries seem
convoluted,
gerrymandered

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no Maps hard to read

4langeles_20110616 no
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4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Scott Wilk no Los Angeles |yes Nest Santa Clarita with East Ventura County.
Keep Camarillo, Thousand Oaks, Moorpark,
Simi Valley connected to Santa Clarita in SD.
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Brian Koegle |no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole in CD. Add
Newhall into Antelope Valley-Santa Clarita
Valley CD
4langeles_20110616 6162011 [Janet Evans |no Los Angeles |yes New plans for CD to include Claremont look
good
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Phil Reyes no Los Angeles |yes Split too many cities in San Gabriel Valley
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Chris Fall no Santa Clarita Los Angeles [yes Keep Santa Clarita whole
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |[Claire no City of La Habra La Habra Heights Los Angeles |yes Link La Habra Heights with La Mirada,
Spothelfer Heights, former Mayor Downey, Whittier
4langeles_20110615_3 6152011 |Ellen no Los Angeles |yes 405 separates east and west portion of San
Bagelman Fernando Valley. Put Lake Balboa with
Encino, Northridge, Reseda.
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Jean-Louis no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Gonfard boundary Mulholland Drive, not Ventura
Blvd.
4langeles_20110615_sherma (6152011 |Arnold yes Oak Forest Canyon Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Newman Homeowners Assn, boundary Mulholland Drive
President
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Alan Rosen |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks.
noaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Steven no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Bromberg boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Anonymous |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks.

noaks
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4langeles_20110616 Ventura Santa Clarita, Camarillo, no yes Coastal v. inland
Thousand Oaks,
Moorpark, Simi Valley

4langeles 20110616 Santa Clarita no no

4langeles_20110616 Claremont no no

4langeles_20110616 no no

4langeles 20110616 Santa Clarita no no

4langeles_20110616 La Habra Heights, La no yes Similar problems and
Mirada, Downey, Whittier interests

4langeles_20110615_3 405 no no

4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no yes Sherman Oaks

noaks Homeowners Association.

Strong, tightly-knit
community

4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes Close community

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no no

noaks
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4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles 20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no In general, believe you

have violated Federal law.

4langeles 20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110615_3 no

4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks
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4langeles_20110615_sherma (6152011 [Sherry Rendel |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks boundary Mulholland Drive
4langeles_20110615_sherma [6152011 |Bettina Hirsch |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Mary-Ann Neri|no Los Angeles |yes Sherman Oaks is a single entity from
noaks Mulholland Drive to Van Nuys
4langeles_20110615_sherma [6152011 |Virginia yes Castillion Homeowners Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Frederick Association, Vice boundary Mulholland Drive.

President
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Jeffrey no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Grausam boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma (6152011 [Phyllis Serene |no Sherman Oaks Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Homeowners boundary Mulholland Drive.

Association
4langeles_20110615_sherma (6152011 |Andrew no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Apfelberg boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma [6152011 |Leslye Kasoff |yes Castillion Homeowners Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Association, President boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma [6152011 [Stephen no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Jacobsen boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Edward Korbel|no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Sean no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks
noaks McGroarty
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Charles and |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks
noaks Ann Schnaid
4langeles_20110615_sherma [6152011 |James Kubik |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks

noaks
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4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes Close-knit
noaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes Tight, devoted, involved
noaks
4langeles 20110615 sherma Mulholland Drive no no
noaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes close community
noaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no no
noaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no no
noaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no no
noaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no no
noaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes Cohesive and cognizance
noaks of important issues that
face citizens of Sherman
Oaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes Happy, cohesive
noaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma no no
noaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma no no
noaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma no no

noaks
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4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks

4langeles 20110615 sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no Thank you for your hard

noaks work in the public interest.

4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no

noaks
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4langeles_20110615_sherma (6152011 |Michael no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Binkow boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Mark F. no yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Samuels boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma [6152011 |Lisa Luna no yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Barbara Kaye |no yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks at Ventura
noaks Blvd.
4langeles_20110615_sherma [6152011 |Bill Brandt no yes Keep Sherman Oaks in one SDCD
noaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma (6152011 |Darold Shirwo |yes Sherman Oaks yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks.
noaks Homeowners
Association
4langeles_20110615_sherma [6152011 [Joseph yes Sherman Oaks yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Neustein Homeowners boundary Mulholland Drive.
Association
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Angela yes Sherman Oaks yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks
noaks Bardowell
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Suzanne and |no yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks
noaks Michael
Kahane
4langeles_20110615_sherma (6152011 |Jay Weitzler |yes Law Office of Jay C. Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Weitzler boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Elaine Pearce |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks and Arnold boundary Mulholland Drive.
Weiner
4langeles_20110615_sherma [6152011 [Susan no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Guaneli boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Mari Grimaud |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern

noaks

boundary Mulholland Drive.
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4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no no

noaks

4langeles 20110615 sherma no no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no yes Close knit

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no yes Many in community

noaks support and promote citys
interests and goals

4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no yes Sherman Oaks

noaks Homeowners Association
takes care of issues of
concern, governance, etc.

4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes Similar interests

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no no Close-knit

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes Close-knit

noaks
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4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles 20110615 sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks
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4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Larry Kaster |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks.
noaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma (6152011 [Dan Rolf yes Sherman Oaks Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks
noaks Homeowners
Association

4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Gaye Barnes |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Barbarar no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks
noaks Asadorian
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Susan Garber |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks
noaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma [6152011 |[Barbara no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Murad boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Debbie no Los Angeles |yes Keep current boundaries surrounding
noaks Robiglio Sherman Oaks in place
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Zsev Ggrber |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks
noaks
4langeles_20110615_sherma (6152011 |Adrienne no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Altman boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Quentin Clark |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma (6152011 |Michael yes DeTemple Guitars Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks.
noaks DeTemple
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Faith Yang no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks into two CDs.
noaks Make southern boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110615_sherma |6152011 [Carol and no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Make southern
noaks Terry Becker boundary Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Richard no Los Angeles |yes Do not split Pasadena. Keep Altadena and

Smoak Sierra Madre with Pasadena.
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4langeles_20110615_sherma no no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no yes Sherman Oaks

noaks Homeowners Association

4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes Close-knit

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes annual street fair

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes

noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes Close-knit

noaks

4langeles_20110616 Pasadena, Sierra Madre no no
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4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110615_sherma no
noaks

4langeles_20110616 no
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4langeles_20110616 6172011 |Elaine Brown |no Los Angeles |yes Supports new map which put Sunland,
Tujunga with Kagel Canyon, Lake View
Terrace, Shadow Hills, La Tuna Canyon, La
Crescenta, Montrose, Glendale, Burbank.
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Sue Castillo |no Los Angeles |yes Keep San Pedro, Wilmington, Harbor City,
Port of Los Angeles, Rancho Palos Verdes,
Palos Verdes Estates, Rolling Hills Estates,
together
4langeles_20110616 Lynn no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole
Parkinson
4langeles_20110616 6162011 [Wendy no Pasadena Los Angeles |yes Keep Altadena with Pasadena
Cobleigh
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Linda and no Tarzana Los Angeles |yes Put parts of Santa Monica, west Los
Thomas Stern Angeles, west Hollywood, Hollywood, Studio
City with Tarzana
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Cheryl no Los Angeles |yes Do not separate Altadena from Pasadena
Jamerson
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Edith Taylor |no Pasadena Los Angeles |yes Keep Pasadena whole in a CD, keep
Pasadena and Altadena in one AD, keep
South Pasadena united
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Paul Polakoff |no Los Angeles |yes Do not make changes to current lines
surrounding Sherman Oaks
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Erik Yesayan |no Pasadena Los Angeles |yes See attached mapletter Keep Pasadena,

Altadenta together. Fix Rancho Cucamonga
city split. Make Angeles Forest District, add
Pasadena. Put La Canada and La Crescenta
into BurbankGlendale district.
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4langeles_20110616 Sunland, Tujunga, Kagel no yes Open space, rural
Canyon, Lake View lifestyles, care for
Terrace, Shadow Hills, La environment
Tuna Canyon, La
Crescenta, Montrose,
Glendale, Burbank.
4langeles_20110616 San Pedro, Wilmington, no no
Harbor City, Rancho Palos
Verdes, Palos Verdes
Estates, Rolling Hills
Estates
4langeles_20110616 no no
4langeles_20110616 Pasadena no yes One school district Workshop
4langeles_20110616 Santa Monica, Los no no
Angeles, Hollywood, Studio
City, Tarzana
4langeles_20110616 Pasadena no yes Share same school district [Both are facing financial
constraints
4langeles_20110616 Pasadena no no
4langeles_20110616 no no
4langeles_20110616 no yes Same school district,

same newspaper
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4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
4langeles_20110616 no
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4langeles_20110616 6172011 |Kathy no no
Matsumoto
4langeles_20110616 6172011 |Christine no West Hills Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes Redraw lines for West San Fernando Valley
Rowe Neighborhood Council, CDSDAD based upon Neighborhood Council
Los Angeles Lines. Draw West San Fernando Valley lines
north-south. Keep together West Hills,
Woodland Hills Warner Center, Chatsworth,
Winnetka, Canoga Park
4langeles_20110616 6172011 [Alex Ringe no Los Angeles |yes Unify Northridge and Reseda in West Valley
district. Meet certain population requirements
by gathering more population from Valley
Glen and North Hollywood. Do not cross 405
boundary to east.
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Michael no Long Beach Los Angeles |yes Thank you for the redistricting boundaries of
McGrath Long Beach
4langeles_20110616 6172011 [|John Bowman |no Inglewood Los Angeles |yes Incorporate Inglewood into a CD around LAX
and not shifted to include areas fruther east.
4langeles 20110616 Dale McLean |no Santa Clarita Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita Valley whole.
4langeles_20110616 6172011 |Kris Calvin no South Pasadena Los Angeles |yes Do not split South Pasadena.
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Georgina no Santa Clarita Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita Valley whole and
Lopez separate from Los Angeles City
4langeles 20110616 6162011 |Karen no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks
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4langeles_20110616 no no
4langeles_20110616 no yes Share 101118, Orange
line, Metrolink, Amtrak,
residents attend schools in
these communities,
childrens soccer and
softball leagues, BoyGirl
Scouts
4langeles_20110616 405 no no
4langeles_20110616 Long Beach no no
4langeles_20110616 Inglewood no yes Many residents work at
LAX, many airport related
businesses
4langeles 20110616 Santa Clarita no yes Close-knit
4langeles_20110616 South Pasadena no no
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita, Los Angeles no yes Santa Clarita not
influenced by L.A. city
4langeles 20110616 no no
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4langeles_20110616 no Are public meetings in a
particular Region allowed
to accept comments from
citizens of another region?

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles 20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no Thank you for all your
work. Would like to clearly
determine which district a
person is in

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles 20110616 no
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4langeles_20110616 6172011 |Sonia Zaldivar [yes Zaldivar Legal Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes Keep Westlake, Pico-Union, Latino Quarters,
Services Downtown, the financial district, Figueroa
Corridor, Historic west-Adams together.
4langeles_20110616 6172011 |Frank Rosen |no Los Angeles |yes Remove Burbank from Pasadena AD and
put into district with Silver Lake, the
Hollywood Hills, and Los Feliz. Make East LA
district a more balanced district for Latino
community. Pasadena AD includes Altadena
and La Canada.
4langeles_20110616 6172011 |Lonne Hunt |no Los Angeles |yes Keep Westchester and Playa del Rey in
coastal regions
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Alexandra no Los Angeles |yes Thank you for putting La Crescenta with
Hopkins Burbank and Glendale.
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Gemma no Santa Clarita Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita separate from Los
Boykin AngelesSan Fernando Valley
4langeles_20110616 6172011 |Anita Konto |no Los Angeles |yes Do not link Silver Lake and East LA, San
Marino and South Gate, Malibu and Castaic
4langeles 20110616 6162011 |Joan Byrd no Santa Clarita Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita Valley as one unit
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Alice Siegen |no Santa Clarita Los Angeles [yes Keep Santa Clarita whole
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Marsha no Santa Clarita Los Angeles |yes Put City of Santa Clarita and majority of
McLean surrounding Santa Clarita Valley within single
SDADBOE. Put it also into one CD.
4langeles_20110616 6162011 |Tamela no Los Angeles |yes Nest Santa Clarita with East Ventura County.
Messina Keep Camarillo, Thousand Oaks, Moorpark,

Simi Valley connected to Santa Clarita in SD.

Page 271




Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
4langeles_20110616 no yes Latino, Central Americans |Latino and Central
live here Americans work here
4langeles 20110616 Pasadena, La Canada, no no
Burbank,
4langeles_20110616 no no
4langeles_20110616 no yes Similar residentially Shop in these areas
4langeles_20110616 Los Angeles, Santa Clarita no yes Own history, traditions.
Most people moved here
to get away from L.A. city
4langeles_20110616 Silver Lake and East LA, no no
San Marino and South
Gate, Malibu and Castaic
4langeles 20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles 20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110616 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110616 Ventura Santa Clarita, Camarillo, no yes Coastal v. inland

Thousand Oaks,
Moorpark, Simi Valley
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4langeles_20110616 no Thank you for attention
given to us during first
public hearing held at City
Hall

4langeles 20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles 20110616 no

4langeles 20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no

4langeles_20110616 no
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1imperial_20110615 6152011 |Robert no Imperial yes Keep Imperial and Coachella Valley together.
Herrera Do not put Eastern San Diego with Imperial.
1imperial_20110615 6152011 [|Josue no El Centro Imperial yes Draw CD so that California gains three
Mercado districts (45, 51, 52) to represent border
communities
1imperial_20110615 6152011 |Efrain no El Centro Imperial yes Draw CD so that California gains three
Guerrero districts (45, 51, 52) to represent border
communities
1imperial_20110615 6152011 [Daniel no El Centro Imperial yes Draw CD so that California gains three
Fitzgerald districts (45, 51, 52) to represent border

communities. Put the whole of Imperial
County with east Riverside rather than with
east San Diego.

1sdiego_20110616 6152011 [Marie no Escondido Imperial yes Have a coastal and separate inland district.
Waldron Unify Escondido into one district
1sdiego_20110616 6162011 |Valerie no San Diego San Diego  |yes Do not slash Linda Vista. Put north central
Sanfilippo San Diego with South Central San Diego
1sdiego_20110616 6152011 [Marcella no San Diego  |no
Bothwell
1sdiego_20110616 6152011 |Tom Reid no San Diego  |no
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1imperial_20110615 San Diego no yes Share Salton Sea Potential hub for
restoration efforts, New Renewable Energy
River and threat to public |generation potential,
health, poor air quality due |Enterprise Zones and
to high particulate matter [other incentive programs
in shared air basin, limited |for businesses, agricultural
options for higher based economies
educational institutions,
cultural ties between
families

1imperial_20110615 no yes Close to border, need
more people to help solve
border problems

1imperial_20110615 no yes Close to border, need
more people to help solve
border problems

1imperial_20110615 Imperial, San Diego, no yes Border issues

Riverside

1sdiego_20110616 Escondido no yes Agricultural

1sdiego_20110616 San Diego San Diego no yes urban lo

1sdiego_20110616 no no

1sdiego_20110616 no no

Page 275



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

1imperial_20110615 no

1imperial_20110615 no

1imperial_20110615 no

1imperial_20110615 no

1sdiego_20110616 no

1sdiego_20110616 no

1sdiego_20110616 no How can | get a more
detailed map of district 507
Is it getting much larger to
encompass La Jolla?

1sdiego_20110616 no Show map legend. Want
to contrast old lines with
new lines.
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1sdiego_20110616 6132011 |Ssandra no Chula Vista San Diego  |yes Do not lump Chula Vista with Imperial
McHale-Renk County. Put Chula Vista with more like
communities along coast
1sdiego_20110616 6132011 |R.D. no San Diego  |yes Create Coastal districts separate from inland
Hernandez areas.
1sdiego_20110616 6142011 |Rudy Sovinee |no San Diego  |yes Reexamine pinched forcedness around Del
Mar, National City, Rancho Bernardo
1sdiego_20110616 6162011 |Joe Mackey |yes San Diego East El Cajon San Diego |yes Keep Alpine, Borrego Springs, El Cajon, La
County Chamber of Mesa, Lakeside, Lemon Grove, Jamul,
Commerce, Chairman Santee together
of Board of Directors
1sdiego_20110616 6162011 |Mark no San Diego  |yes Do not extend Escondido, Rancho Bernardo,
Maestrone Poway area to include areas west of 1-805.
2riverside_20110615 6152011 [Nick Jones no Riverside yes Keep Hemet separate from Palm Springs.
Put Hemet with Calverts district
2riverside_20110616 6152011 [Nick Jones no Riverside yes Keep Hemet separate from Palm Springs.
(repeated) Put Hemet with Calverts district
2riverside_20110616 6162011 |Richard Roth [yes Monday Morning Riverside yes 1st draft lines are good for Riverside.
Group, President
2riverside_20110616 6162011 |Eugene yes City of Corona, Mayor |Corona Riverside yes Assembly Corona, Norco, Eastvale, Trilogy,
Montanez Pro Tempore Glen lvy, Sycamore Creek. Senate Extend

further westsouth into Temescal Canyon
area by taking out of Perris area. CD add
Norco and Eastvale, keep Temecula in
Rivereside County
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1sdiego_20110616 Imperial County Chula Vista no yes Chula Vista should be with
other coastal communities
1sdiego_20110616 no yes Coastal v. inland
1sdiego_20110616 Del Mar, National City no no
1sdiego_20110616 Alpine, Borrego Springs, El no yes Major transportation water and energy
Cajon, La Mesa, Lakeside, networks, school districts, [infrastructure, economic
Lemon Grove, Jamul, public safety, fire development programs
Santee protection
1sdiego_20110616 [-805 no yes Escondido, Rancho
Bernardo, Poway are
inland, while area west of |-
805 are coastal.
2riverside_20110615 Hemet, Palm Springs no no
2riverside_20110616 Hemet, Palm Springs no no
2riverside_20110616 Riverside no no
2riverside_20110616 Riverside Corona, Norco, Eastvale, [Temescal Canyon no yes Police and fire services

Trilogy, Glen vy,
Sycamore Creek,
Temecula
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1sdiego_20110616 no

1sdiego_20110616 no

1sdiego_20110616 no Competition healthy and
vital for preservation of
effectively functioning
representative democracy

1sdiego_20110616 no

1sdiego_20110616 no

2riverside_20110615 no

2riverside_20110616 no

2riverside_20110616 no

2riverside_20110616 no
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2riverside_20110616 6162011 |Ralph Young |no Riverside yes Draw lines at Banning and Beaumont city
lines. Keep Windy PointSan Jacinto Cove in
80th AD with Palm Springs
2sbernardino_20110616 6162011 |Benjamin no Highland San yes SD 1 combine San Bernadino and Rancho
Gamboa Bernardino Cucamong and FontanaRialto ADs. SD2
Pomona, Chino, Ontario, Corona, Norco,
Riverside. SD3 Moreno Valley, Perris,
Murietta, Temecula. SD 4put ADs COACH
and MORONGOBAN
2sbernardino_20110616 6162011 |Debora no San yes Redlands, Loma Linda, Highland, Mentone,
Biddick Bernardino Yucaipa together. With lesser importance,
combine with San Bernardino, mountains to
north, BanningBeaumont area to east
2sbernardino_20110616 6172011 |Ed Graham |yes City of Chino Hills, San yes See attached maps Put entire Chino Hills
Mayor Bernardino with Chino within a single CD with other San
Bernardino County, in OntarioPomona
district
2sbernardino_20110616 6162011 |[Larry no San yes Do not divide Chino Hills political districts
Anderson Bernardino
2sbernardino_20110616 6162011 |Dan Stipp no San yes Put Crestline, Lake Arrowhead, Running
Bernardino Springs together
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2riverside_20110616 Palm Springs, Banning, no yes People in Windy PointSan |People in Windy PointSan
Beaumont Jacinto Cove have Palm |Jacinto Cove shop in Palm
Springs address Springs
2sbernardino 20110616 San Bernadino, Rancho no no
Cucamong, Fontana,
Rialto, Pomona, Chino,
Ontario, Corona, Norco,
Riverside
2sbernardino_20110616 Redlands, Loma Linda, no yes Geographically, culturally
Highland, Mentone,
Yucaipa, Banning,
Beaumont
2sbernardino_20110616 Ontario, Pomona, Chino no yes Chino Hills with San Chino Valley Independent
Bernardino County Fire District
Sherrifs department, local
emergency operations in
San Bernardino. San
Bernardino Library system.
Adequate transportation
system, San Bernardino
Association of
Governments. Chino
Valley Unified School
District
2sbernardino_20110616 no no
2sbernardino_20110616 no yes Share school district, Share business interests

roadway (Hwy 18, 330)
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2riverside 20110616 no
2sbernardino 20110616 no
2sbernardino_20110616 no
2sbernardino_20110616 no
2sbernardino_20110616 no
2sbernardino_20110616 no
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2sbernardino_20110616 6162011 [Fran no San yes Put Crestline, Lake Arrowhead, Twine
Wemerskirche Bernardino Peaks, Running Springs
n
2sbernardino_20110616 6162011 |[Christine no San yes Do not divide Chino Hills.
Jarreau Bernardino
2sbernardino_20110616 6162011 |Peter no San yes Put Crestline with Lake Arrowhead, Running
Giacoletti Bernardino Springs, Big Bear
2sbernardino_20110616 6152011 |Gene Hinds |no Redlands San yes Take out Rancho Cucamonga from 63rd AD
Bernardino and include Calimesa.
2sbernardino_20110616 6142011 |Steven no San yes Put Upland with Ontario, not with Claremont
Palacios Bernardino
2sbernardino_20110616 6142011 |David Raley |no San yes Do not put Rancho Cucamonga with
Bernardino Redlands.
2sbernardino_20110616 6142011 |Anonymous |no San yes Do not put Rancho Cucamonga with
Bernardino Redlands, San Bernardino, Highland
2sbernardino_20110616 6142011 |Phil and Terry |no San yes Put all San Bernardino Mountain
Wolloch Bernardino Communities together
2sbernardino_20110616 6142011 |Jim and Dora |no San yes Put all San Bernardino mountain
Huff Bernardino communities together, from Green Valley
Lake to Cedarpines Park
2sbernardino_20110616 6142011 |Robert Ward |no San yes Put eastern Inland Empire with Redlands,
Bernardino Loma Linda, and cities west.
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2sbernardino_20110616 no yes Share same
roadsparksfrequent
establishments, mountain
residents
2sbernardino 20110616 no no
2sbernardino_20110616 no yes Rural community
2sbernardino_20110616 Rancho Cucamonga, no yes Rancho Cucamonga
Calimesa associated with Pomona
Valley and not eastern part
of Inland Empire
2sbernardino_20110616 Upland, Ontario, no no
Claremont
2sbernardino_20110616 Rancho Cucamonga, no yes 110, I-215. High speed bus
Redlands from North SB to Loma
Linda, shopping facilities,
school districts, water
sources
2sbernardino_20110616 San Bernardino, Highland, no yes 110, 1-215. High speed bus
Redlands, Rancho from North SB to Loma
Cucamonga Linda, shopping facilities,
school districts, water
sources
2sbernardino_20110616 no yes mountain communities
kept apart from urban
areas.
2sbernardino_20110616 no yes mountain community
2sbernardino_20110616 no yes
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2sbernardino_20110616 no
2sbernardino 20110616 no
2sbernardino_20110616 no
2sbernardino_20110616 no
2sbernardino_20110616 no
2sbernardino_20110616 no
2sbernardino_20110616 no
2sbernardino_20110616 no
2sbernardino_20110616 no
2sbernardino_20110616 no
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2sbernardino_20110616 6152011 [Jay Ebersohl |no San yes Follow the CA-30 freeway that splits San
Bernardino Bernardino in half. Put east Highland with
IMNSB district and keep west Highland with
SB.
2sbernardino_20110616 6152011 |Joseph no San yes Put Chino Hills with Chino. To balance
Schroer Bernardino population, move Pomona into E. San
Gabiriel ValleyCovina area.
2sbernardino_20110616 6152011 |[Sal Carlos, Jr. |no San yes Do not split Chino Hills
Bernardino
2sbernardino_20110616 6162011 |[Larry no San yes Do not break up Chino Hills
Anderson Bernardino
2sbernardino_20110616 6152011 |Gary Ovitt no San yes Chino Hills should be included in proposed
Bernardino Ontario-Pomona CD.
3orange_20110615_2 6152011 |George Cookel|yes City of La Habra La Habra Heights Orange yes In CD, put La Habra Heights with cities it is
Heights, past Mayor with in ADSD.
3orange_20110615_2 6152011 |Freda Gall no Orange yes Keep South Orange County in with Orange
Holmes County
3orange_20110615_2 6152011 [Nicole Stygar |no Orange yes Keep Orange whole
3orange_20110615_2 6162011 |Renee Cox no San Clemente Orange yes Put San Clemente with Dana Point, San
Juan Capistrano, Laguna Beach
3orange_20110615_2 6172011 |Penny no Orange no
Maynard
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2sbernardino_20110616 San Bernardino no no

2sbernardino 20110616 Chino no yes Cultural commonalities. Agricultural
Share same newspaper

2sbernardino_20110616 no no

2sbernardino_20110616 no no

2sbernardino_20110616 no yes shares County supervisor, |Shares chamber of
school district, fire commerce
protection district,
community college district,
water agency

3orange_20110615_2 no yes City councils involved with
each other

3orange_20110615_2 Orange no no

3orange_20110615_2 Orange no yes Orange International
Street Fair, diverse
community

3orange_20110615_2 San Clemente, Dana Point, no yes Shop, recreation

San Juan Capistrano,
Laguna Beach
3orange_20110615_2 no no
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2sbernardino_20110616 no

2sbernardino 20110616 no

2sbernardino_20110616 no

2sbernardino_20110616 no

2sbernardino_20110616 no

3orange_20110615_2 no

3orange_20110615_2 no

3orange_20110615_2 no

3orange_20110615_2 no

3orange_20110615_2 no Would like a detailed copy
of boundaries in ADSDCD
containing Dana Point
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3orange_20110615_2 6162011 |Larry Crandall [yes City of Fountain Valley,|Fountain Valley Orange yes Put Huntington Beach, Costa Mesa,
Council Member Fountain Valley together. Keep Fountain
Valley in Congressman Rohrabachers district
3orange_20110615_2 6162011 |Steve Nagel [yes City of Fountain Valley,|Fountain Valley Orange yes Put Huntington Beach with Fountain Valley
Mayor
3orange_20110615_2 6172011 |Mondragon no Orange yes Keep Anaheim, Garden Grove, Santa Ana
Miguel together
3orange_20110615_2 6152011 |Mark McCurdy|yes Fountain Valley City  |Fountain Valley Orange yes Put Fountain Valley with Huntington Beach
Council
3orange_20110615_2 6162011 [Alan Boinus |no Laguna Beach Orange yes Put Laguna Woods with Laguna Beach
3orange_20110615_2 6162011 |Pamela yes La Habra Heights La Habra Heights Orange yes CD put La Habra Heights with Los Angeles
McVicar County Water District, County cities such as La Mirada (cities La
Vice President Habra Heights is included with in proposed
ADSD)
3orange_20110615_2 6152011 [Jim Murphy |no Orange yes Do not join Rossmoor and Los Alamitos with
Long Beach
3orange_20110615_2 6162011 |Everett Knell |no Orange yes Put Rossmoor with Long Beach. Leave
Rossmoor in CD served by Ed Royce
3orange_20110615_2 6162011 |Emily Knell no Orange yes Put Rossmoor with Long Beach. Leave

Rossmoor in CD served by Ed Royce
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3orange_20110615_2 Huntington Beach, Costa no no
Mesa, Fountain Valley
3orange 20110615 2 Huntington Beach, no yes Share school districts,
Fountain Valley service organizations,
neighborhoods
3orange_20110615_2 Anaheim, Garden Grove, no yes Food, shopping
Santa Ana
3orange_20110615_2 Fountain Valley, no yes share same Orange
Huntington Beach Couny Sanitation District,
sam school districts,
cultural and community
service clubs, sports
leagues, teams
3orange_20110615_2 Laguna Woods, Laguna no yes Laguna Beach integral
Beach part of Laguna Woods
community, and vice versa
3orange_20110615_2 Los Angeles La Habra, La Mirada no no
3orange_20110615_2 Rossmoor, Los Alamitos no no
3orange_20110615_2 Long Beach no yes Ed Royce trule represents
views of people of
Rossmoor
3orange_20110615_2 Long Beach, Los Alamitos no yes Ed Royce trule represents

views of people of
Rossmoor
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3orange_20110615_2 no
3orange 20110615 2 no
3orange_20110615_2 no
3orange_20110615_2 no
3orange_20110615_2 no
3orange_20110615_2 no
3orange_20110615_2 no
3orange_20110615_2 no
3orange_20110615_2 no
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3orange_20110615_2 6162011 |Wendy Grose |no Orange yes Do not put Los AlamitosRossmoor with Long
Beach
3orange_20110615_2 6102011 |J. Scott no City of Dana Point, Dana Point Orange yes Put Dana Point with cities it is with in ADSD
Schoeffel Mayor (South Orange County)
3orange_20110615_2 6162011 [Joanne Knell |no Los Alamitos Orange yes Do not put Los AlamitosRossmoor with Long
Beach
3orange_20110615_2 6162011 |Steve Nagel [yes City of Fountain Valley,|Fountain Valley Orange yes Put Fountain Valley with Huntington Beach
Mayor
3orange_20110616 Same as no no
3orange_2011
0615 2
4langeles_20110614_2 6142011 |Christine no Los Angeles |yes Put a CD in West San Fernando Valley. Use
Rowe natural boundary of Santa Susana Mountain
range. Make West San Fernando Valley
district to include area W. of 405 in W. San
Fernando Valley CD. Include Agoura Hills,
Westlake Village, Oxnard, Malibu
4langeles_20110614_2 6142011 |Bipasha Shom|no Studio City Los Angeles |yes Do not link San Fernando Valley with Santa
Clarita-put with Sherman Oaks
4langeles_20110614_2 6142011 |Karen Haber |no Studio City Los Angeles |yes Do not redistrict Studio City
Camp
4langeles_20110614_2 6142011 |Elva Yanez no Los Angeles |yes Keep Los Angeles city boundaries like that of

first draft
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3orange_20110615_2 Long Beach, Los Alamitos no yes Nothing Los Angeles does
benefits Los
AlamitosRossmoor
3orange_20110615_2 Orange Dana Point no yes Ocean water quality, Affordable housing
regional transportation at
both local (Orange County
Transportation Authority)
and state (Caltrans) levels,
regional land use planning
3orange_20110615_2 Los Alamitos, Long Beach no no
3orange_20110615_2 Fountain Valley, no yes Share school districts,
Huntington Beach service organizations,
neighborhoods, coastal
3orange_20110616 no no
4langeles_20110614_2 no yes ethnic diversity, minority
populations, geographic
boundaries, traffic patterns
4langeles_20110614_2 Santa Clarita, Studio City no no
4langeles_20110614_2 Studio City no yes Vibrant, participants in
political process,
volunteer, schools
4langeles_20110614_2 no no
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3orange_20110615_2 no
3orange_20110615_2 no
3orange_20110615_2 no
3orange_20110615_2 no
3orange_20110616 no
4langeles_20110614_2 no
4langeles_20110614_2 no
4langeles_20110614_2 no
4langeles_20110614_2 no
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4langeles_20110614_sherma [6162011 [Bob Anderson |yes Sherman Oaks Los Angeles |yes See attached maps Do not split Sherman
noaks Homeowners Oaks into two CDs, move southern district
Association, Chair of boundary to Mulholland Drive
Redistricting
Committee
4langeles_20110614_sherma |6142011 [Jonathan Kern|no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks
noaks
4langeles_20110614_sherma |6142011 [Paul Gamberg|no Los Angeles |yes Put Bel Air with Sherman Oaks
noaks
4langeles_20110614_sherma |6142011 [Dori Semenov |no Los Angeles |yes Do not split Sherman Oaks. Make
noaks Mulholland southern border
4langeles_20110614_sherma (6152011 |Janet and no Los Angeles |yes Do not redistrict Sherman Oaks
noaks Wayne
Holtzman
4langeles_20110614_sherma |6142011 [Rhona no Los Angeles |yes Do not split Sherman Oaks into two
noaks Gordon
4langeles_20110614_sherma [6142011 |[Katherine no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Put boundary
noaks Callan at Mulholland.
4langeles_20110614_sherma |6142011 [David Gordon |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Southern
noaks border at Mulholland Drive.
4langeles_20110614_sherma |6152011 [Charise no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Southern
noaks Mitchell boundary at Mulholland Drive
4langeles_20110614_sherma |6142011 [Paul Beck no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks. Southern
noaks boundary should be Mulholland Drive
4langeles_20110614_sherma |6142011 [Judith Grant |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks
noaks
4langeles_20110615_3 6152011 |Dan Stewart |no Los Angeles |yes Do not divide Sherman Oaks using Ventura

Blvd. Put boundary on Mulholland Drive,
combining Sherman Oaks and Studio City.
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4langeles_20110614_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes Can participate in politics
noaks as an integral unit
4langeles_20110614_sherma no yes Strong community of Strong community of
noaks families businesses
4langeles_20110614_sherma no no
noaks
4langeles_20110614_sherma Mulholland Drive no no
noaks
4langeles_20110614_sherma no yes Well-established, older
noaks suburb with residents
actively involved in local
issues
4langeles_20110614_sherma no no
noaks
4langeles_20110614_sherma Mulholland Drive no no
noaks
4langeles_20110614_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes Do not drive out of town to
noaks do local business.
4langeles_20110614_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes work, play patronize local business
noaks operators
4langeles_20110614_sherma Mulholland Drive no yes Well-organized, active,
noaks engaged
4langeles_20110614_sherma no no
noaks
4langeles_20110615_3 Studio City Mulholland Drive no yes Ventura Blvd is major

Commercial thoroughfare
of Sherman Oaks and
Studio City
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4langeles_20110614_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110614_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110614_sherma no Please send me a draft

noaks map

4langeles_20110614_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110614_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110614_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110614_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110614_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110614_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110614_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110614_sherma no

noaks

4langeles_20110615_3 no
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4langeles_20110615_3 6152011 |Cynthia no Santa Clarita Los Angeles |yes In districts drawn, there is a mountain range
Raville between Newhall and San Fernando Valley.
Put Santa Clarita Valley in the same district
as majority of Santa Clarita
4langeles_20110615_3 6102011 |Joe Aguilar  |yes City of Commerce, Commerce Los Angeles |yes Keep Commerce in a single ADCDSD
Mayor
4langeles_20110615_3 6152011 |Robert Prager |no Long Beach Los Angeles |yes Keep Long Beach together
4langeles 20110615 3 6152011 |Joe Piros no Los Angeles |yes Let Gallegly represent only Simi Valley
1sdiego_20110615_1 6152011 |Tom Reid no no
1sdiego_20110615_1 6152011 [Marcella no no
Bothwell
1sdiego_20110615_1 6132011 [Sandra no Chula Vista San Diego  |yes Do not put Chula Vista in the same district as
McHale-Renk Imperial county, Chula Vista should be
grouped with communities along the coast
1sdiego_20110615_1 6132011 |R.D. no yes Coastal communities in San Diego should be
Hernandez grouped together, not with inland

communities
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4langeles_20110615_3 Santa Clarita no no
4langeles 20110615 3 Commerce no yes Health and environmental
matters related to railroad
and truck traffic diesel
pollution
4langeles_20110615_3 no no
4langeles 20110615 3 Simi Valley no no
1sdiego_20110615_1 no no
1sdiego_20110615_1 no no
1sdiego_20110615_1 Chula Vista no yes Coastal communities have
like interests
1sdiego_20110615_1 no yes Coastal communities

share similar interests
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4langeles_20110615_3 no

4langeles 20110615 3 no

4langeles_20110615_3 no Thank you for bringing
Long Beach together

4langeles 20110615 3 no

1sdiego_20110615_1 no Appreciates the ability to
drill down into various draft
maps, wants to know if the
technology allows users to
display the map legent on
each page to facilitate
comparison of new maps
with old ones

1sdiego_20110615_1 no Wants to know how to get
a more detailed map of
district 50, and would like
to know if that district will
encompass La Jolla

1sdiego_20110615_1 no

1sdiego_20110615_1 no
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1sdiego_20110615_1 6142011 |Rudy Sovinee |no yes District lines around Del Mar, National City
and Rancho Bernardo look forced
1sdiego_20110615_2 6152011 [Nick Jones no yes Hemet should be in the Calverts district,
Hemet has no ties with Palm Springs
2sbernardino_20110615 6152011 [Jay P. no Highland San yes City of Highland should be split among San
Ebersohl Bernadino Bernadino and Redlands districts, based on
hwy CA-30 as the boundary; west Highland
should be in a district with San Bernadino
and east Highland should be in the IMNSB
district with Redlands and Yucaipa
2sbernardino_20110615 6152011 |[Sal Carlos, Jr. |no Chino Hills San yes Do not split Chino Hills, La Verne, or San
Bernadino Dimas among districts, the entire city should
be in the same district
2sbernardino_20110615 6152011 |[Steven no yes Upland should be in a district with Ontario,
Palacios and not with Claremont
2sbernardino_20110615 6142011 |David E. no yes Do not include Rancho Cucamonga in the
Raley same district as Redlands; follow the

proposal created by Inland Action, keeping
Rancho Cucamonga with the west end cities
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1sdiego_20110615_1 Del Mar, National City, no yes Special interests of
Rancho Bernardo wealthy communities
should not determine
district lines
1sdiego 20110615 2 Hemet, Palm Springs no no
2sbernardino_20110615 Highland, San Bernadino, |CA-30 no yes East Highland, east of CA-
Redlands, Yucaipa 30 has little in common
with west Highland; east
Highland is in the
Redlands school district
while west Highland is in
the San Bernadino school
district
2sbernardino_20110615 Chino Hills, La Verne, San no no
Dimas
2sbernardino_20110615 Upland, Ontario, no no
Claremont
2sbernardino_20110615 Rancho Cucamonga, no yes East end cities share

Redlands

transportation routes 110
and |-215, and proposed
rail service from San
Bernadino to Redlands,
proposed bus service from
north San Bernadino to
Loma Linda; also share
shopping centers, school
districts, and water
districts
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1sdiego_20110615_1 no
1sdiego 20110615 2 no Thought the commission
was going to use mountain
ranges to determine
district lines
2sbernardino_20110615 no
2sbernardino_20110615 no
2sbernardino_20110615 no
2sbernardino_20110615 no
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2sbernardino_20110615

6142011

no

yes

Do not put Rancho Cucamonga in a district
with Redlands; city of San Bernadino,
Highland, and Redlands should be in the
same district

2sbernardino_20110615

6142011

Phil and Terry
Wolloch

no

San
Bernadino

yes

San Bernadino Mountains communities
should be in the same district, communities
from Crestline to Big Bear share common
interests and should not be split up and
bundled with urban communities

2sbernardino_20110615

6142011

Jim and Dora
Huff

no

San
Bernadino

yes

Mountain communities from Green Valley
Lake to Cedarpines Park should be in the
same district; do not separate Crestline from
these mountain communities, as well as
Lake Arrowhead

2sbernardino_20110615

6142011

Robert Ward

no

yes

Keep Yucaipa, Calimesa, Beaumont and
Banning with Redlands, Loma Linda,
changes especially needed on the
Congressional map; (lists groupings of cities
based on maps.

2sbernardino_20110615

6152011

Gene Hinds

no

Redlands

San
Bernadino

yes

Put Rancho Cucamonga in the Pomona
Valley district, not with the 63rd district with
the Inland Empire cities. Put Calimesa in the
63rdInland Empire district instead
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2sbernardino_20110615

Rancho Cucamonga, San
Bernadino, Redlands,
Highland

no

yes

East end cities share
transportation routes 110
and 1-215, and proposed
rail service from San
Bernadino to Redlands,
proposed bus service from
north San Bernadino to
Loma Linda; also share
shopping centers, school
districts, and water
districts

2sbernardino_20110615

San Bernadino

no

yes

Mountain communities in
San Bernadino Mountains
have similar demographics
and common interests

2sbernardino_20110615

no

yes

Mountain communities
have similar interests

2sbernardino_20110615

Yucaipa, Calimesa,
Beaumont, Banning,
Redlands, Loma Linda

no

yes

Eastern Inland Empire
residents go west toward
Inland Empire for
shopping and recreation,
not east into high desert
communities

2sbernardino_20110615

no

no
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2sbernardino_20110615 no

2sbernardino_20110615 no

2sbernardino_20110615 no

2sbernardino_20110615 no

2sbernardino_20110615 no
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2sbernardino_20110615 6152011 |Joseph W. no Chino Hills San yes Keep all of Chino and Chino Hills in the
Schroer Bernadino Ontario district; do not put northern Chino
Hills in the E. San Gabriel ValleyDiamond
Bar district; suggests putting Pomona into
the E. San Gabriel ValleyCovina district
3orange_20110615 6162011 |Everett W. no Orange yes Keep Rossmoor in Ed Royces CD;
Knell Rossmoor is in Orange county, adjacent to
Los Alamitos and Seal Beach; do not put
Rossmoor in a district with Long Beach
3orange_20110615 6162011 |Wendy Grose |no yes Keep Los Alamitos and Rossmoor in the
district encompassing Orange county; do not
put them with Long Beach in the district
encompassing Los Angeles county
3orange_20110615 6152011 |Jim and no Orange yes Keep Rossmoor and Los Alamitos with
Theresa Orange county, do not put them with Long
Murphy Beach
3orange_20110615 6162011 |Emily S. Knell |no Orange yes Keep Rossmoor in Ed Royces CD;
Rossmoor is in Orange county, adjacent to
Los Alamitos and Seal Beach; do not put
Rossmoor in a district with Long Beach
4langeles_20110615 6152011 [Harry N. no Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes Keep all of Sherman Oaks in one district; do

Hirschensohn

not split Sherman Oaks along Ventura Blvd.
Sherman Oaks includes the flats, and runs
from Magnolia Blvd on the north to
Mulholland Drive to the south; do not put
Sherman Oaks with areas on other side of
hills
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2sbernardino_20110615 Chino, Chino Hills, Ontario, no yes Chino and Chino Hills Chino and Chino Hills both
Diamond Bar, Covina have similar culture and try to maintain an
demographics, and share |agriculturalrural
the same newspaper atmosphere
3orange_20110615 Orange Los Alamitos, Seal Beach, no no
Long Beach
3orange_20110615 Orange, Los Angeles Los Alamitos, Long Beach no no
3orange_20110615 Orange Los Alamitos, Long Beach no no
3orange_20110615 Orange Los Alamitos, Seal Beach, no no
Long Beach
4langeles_20110615 Ventura Blvd, Magnolia no no

Blvd, Mulholland Drive
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2sbernardino_20110615 no
3orange_20110615 no
3orange_20110615 no
3orange_20110615 no
3orange_20110615 no
4langeles_20110615 no
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4langeles_20110615 6162011 |Daniel and no Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes Draw the district line along Mulholland Drive,
Bridget not along Ventura Blvd; the area south of
Shycoff Ventura Blvd identifies with the Studio City
area, not to the Los Angeles area on the
other side of the hills
4langeles_20110615 6162011 |Philip M. no yes Keep South Pasadena in the same district as
Saeta Pasadena and San Marino, not with Vernon
4langeles_20110615 6162011 |Gabriel no yes Keep all of Long Beach with Los Angeles
Godinez County; Bellflower, Lakewood, Cerritos, La
Mirada, Norwalk, Santa Fe Springs should
be in a SD together with Long Beach and
Downey; Put Cerritos in a district with Los
Angeles county, not with Orange county
4langeles_20110615 6152011 |Barbara Freed|no Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes Keep all of Sherman Oaks together as a
community
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4langeles_20110615 Los Angeles no no
4langeles_20110615 South Pasadena, no yes South Pasadena has
Pasadena, Vernon, San interests in common with
Marino Pasadena and San
Marino, not with Vernon
4langeles_20110615 Los Angeles, Orange Long Beach, Bellflower, no yes Bellflower and Lakewood |Bellflower, Lakewood,
Lakewood, Cerritos, La share a common school |Cerritos, La Mirada,
Mirada, Norwalk, Santa Fe district; Cerritos is under [Norwalk, and Santa Fe
Springs, Downey contract with the Los Springs have long
Angeles county fire standing economic
department and sheriff, interests in common
while Orange county cities
have their own firepolice;
transit proposed to links
Bellflower, Lakewood,
Cerritos
4langeles_20110615 yes no
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4langeles_20110615 no
4langeles_20110615 no
4langeles_20110615 no
4langeles_20110615 Sherman Oaks real estate no
prices would be harmed if
split up among districts
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4langeles_20110615 6152011 |[Lorraine no yes Put San Pedro, Lomita and Lawndale with
Geittmann Wilmington, Long Beach and Harbor City,
outside the 53rd district; draw SE line along
Westerb Ave; Put all Santa Monica Bay cities
(Torrance, Santa Monica, Redondo Beach,
Marina del Rey, Malibu) in on SDCDAD.
4langeles_20110615 6152011 [Judith Riley |no Santa Clarita Los Angeles |yes Put all of Santa Clarita, of Los Angeles
county, in one ADSDCD. Add Agua Dulce to
the SCV AD.
4langeles_20110615 6152011 [|Jeanne no yes Supports the proposed changes for the
Lacombe Rancho Palos Verdes area
4langeles_20110615 6152011 |Teri Knafla no Los Angeles [yes Add Agua Dolce to the SCV AD
4langeles 20110615 6152011 |Don Linden no Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes Do not split up Sherman Oaks
4langeles_20110615 6152011 |Ellen no yes the 405 Freeway is a natural boundary; put
Bagelman Lake Balboa with Encino, Northridge, and
Reseda
4langeles_20110615 6152011 [Julian Boykin |no yes Keep the southern part of the Santa Clarita
Valley as it currently is, do not merge it with
San Fernando Valley
4langeles_20110615 6162011 |Gladys no yes Keep all of Sherman Oaks in the same
Azenzer district; do not draw boundary along Verntura
Blvd; the community goes from Burbank Blvd
to Mulholland Drive
4langeles_20110615 6152011 |Harry Knafla |no yes Add Agua Dulce to the SVC AD.
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4langeles_20110615 San Pedro, Lomita, Westerb Ave no yes Santa Monica Bay cities |Redondo Beach and
Lawndale, Wilmington, have LAX airport in Marina del Rey both have
Long Beach, Harbor City, common, and share ocean|small craft harbors
Torrance, Santa Monica, issues; Lawndale and
Redondo Beach, Marina Lomita are inland cities
del Rey, Malibu with different interests;
Lomita, San Pedro and
Harbor City are in Los
Angeles school dist, while
beach cities have own
districtslibraries
4langeles_20110615 Los Angeles Santa Clarita no yes Santa Clarita is a tight-knit
community; residents
work, volunteer and shop
within the city
4langeles_20110615 Rancho Palos Verdes no no
4langeles 20110615 no no
4langeles 20110615 no no
4langeles_20110615 no no
4langeles_20110615 no no
4langeles_20110615 Burbank Blvd, Mulholland |no no
Drive
4langeles 20110615 no no
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4langeles_20110615 no
4langeles_20110615 no
4langeles_20110615 no
4langeles 20110615 no
4langeles 20110615 no
4langeles_20110615 no The proposed districts
seem gerrymandered, they
should be based on
preserving contiguous
neighborhoods
4langeles_20110615 no
4langeles_20110615 no
4langeles 20110615 no
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4langeles_20110615 6162011 |Victor Flores |no Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes Do not put Malibu and Beverly Hills in the
same district as Echo Park and Westlake
4langeles_20110615 6142011 |Jason Popeski|yes Sherman Oaks Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes Do not split up Sherman Oaks along Ventura
Homeowners Blvd
Association, Member
4langeles_20110615_2 6102011 [Joe Aguilar yes City of Commerce, Commerce Los Angeles |yes Keep Commerce in one CDADSD
Mayor
4langeles_20110615_2 6162011 |Elizabeth A. |yes Del Rey Homeowners |Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes Put Del Rey neighborhood of LA in one
Pollock Association Neighbors district; bounded by Marina del Rey (west),
Association, President Playa Vista (south), Culver City (east), and
alleys behind Culver City businesses (north),
as per 6102011 proposed maps see
attached maps; also put it in one AD
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Comment?

Community
of Interest?

COIl: Social Interest (s)

COIl: Economic Interest

(s)

4langeles_20110615

Los Angeles

Los Angeles

yes

yes

Echo Park and Westlake
have common
demographics, political
interests, and history,
which is different from that
of Beverly Hills and Malibu

4langeles_20110615

Ventura Blvd

yes

yes

Sherman Oaks is a close-
knit community which
includes areas on both
sides of Ventura Blvd

4langeles_20110615_2

Commerce

no

yes

Citizens of Commerce
share interest in health
and environmental matters
including railroad and
truck traffic, diesel
pollution, the city has
made signficiant progress
while being unified in one
district

4langeles_20110615_2

Culver City

no

yes

Del Rey is a COl, share
schools and recreational
facilities
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4langeles_20110615 no

4langeles_20110615 no

4langeles_20110615_2 no

4langeles_20110615_2 no
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4langeles_20110615_2 6112011 |Mary E. yes Save Open yes Keep Santa Monica Mtns Natl Rec Area
Wiesbrock SpaceSanta Monica (SMMNRA) in one SDCD; use 1991
Mountains, chair boundaries; include Las Virgenes, Hidden
Hills, Calabasas, Agoura Hills, Westlake
Village, Topanga, Malibu, Santa Monica see
letter for full list; do not include CastaicSanta
Clarita
5sbarbara_20110615 6152011 |Ron Fink no Lompoc Santa yes Keep Lompoc in one district with
Barbara Vandenberg Village, Mesa Oaks and Mission
Hills
5sbarbara_20110615 6152011 |Ashley no Lompoc Santa yes Keep Lompoc in one SDAD
Barbara
5sbarbara_20110615 6142011 |[Terrence no yes Happy with maps showing 35th AD and 19th
Dressler SD which retain cohesiveness of coastal
communities in Santa Barbara county; also
likes 23rd and 24th CD lines; north and south
Santa Barbara county are two separate COls
5sbarbara_20110615 6142011 |Paul G. Rosso|no yes Happy with central coast SLOSB CD; AD

map is confusing; put all of Lompoc in
SLOSB AD; SD should combine SLOSB and
SBWVEN, do not combine with area from
Monterey county to Morgan Hill, Gilroy,
Santa Cruz
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4langeles_20110615_2 Hidden Hills, Calabasas, no no
Agoura Hills, Malibu, Santa
Monica

5sbarbara_20110615 Lompoc no yes Lompoc shares comen
interest with these
communities, and is a
community, not a
correctional facility

5sbarbara_20110615 Lompoc no yes Lompoc is a community
that is geographically
isolated from other
communities, share
common interests and
concerns; Lompoc is not
just a correctional facility, it
is a city

Bsbarbara 20110615 Santa Barbara no no

5sbarbara_20110615 Monterey Lompoc, Morgan Hill, no no

Gilroy, Santa Cruz
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4langeles_20110615_2 no
5sbarbara_20110615 no Please correct the record
to reflect that Lompoc has
a population of 42,434 as
of the 2010 census
Bsbarbara 20110615 no
Bsbarbara 20110615 no Commission is doing a
great job designing the
redistricting maps
Bsbarbara 20110615 no
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Bsbarbara 20110615 6142011 |Eileen S. no yes Remove lIsla Vista from District 3, which
Anthony includes Santa Ynez Valley and North
County; put Isla Vista with city of Santa
Barbara
5sbarbara_20110615 6152011 |Rosie no yes Keep Lompoc in one district
Chandler
5sbarbara_20110615 6152011 |Debra Jewell |no Lompoc Santa yes Do not split Lompoc among two districts
Barbara
5ventura_20110613 6132011 |Victoria no Thousand Oaks Ventura yes Keep Ventura County communities of
Johnson Thousand Oaks, Simi Valley, Moorpark,
Camarillo together; do not put these
communities with Palmdale, Santa Clarita;
do not put Thousand Oaks with Los Angeles
5ventura_20110613 6132011 |Cherie no yes Keep Thousand Oaks in a single ADSD
Doherty
5ventura_20110613 6132011 |John and no Thousand Oaks Ventura yes Keep Thousand Oaks in a single CDSDAD
Louise
Helliwell
5ventura_20110613 6132011 [Joana D. no Thousand Oaks Ventura yes Keep Thousand Oaks in a single ADCDSD;
Smith do not put Thousand Oaks with San
Fernando Valley, it is part of Ventura county
not Los Angeles county
6kern_20110613 6102011 [Renee Westa-|no no
Lusk
7sclara_20110613 6142011 |Bruce Karney |no Mountain View Santa Clara |yes Likes the commissions ADSDCD lines for

Mountain View
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5sbarbara_20110615 Santa Barbara no yes Isla Vista is a transient,
student community, more
in line with the city of
Santa Barbara
5sbarbara 20110615 Lompoc no no
Bsbarbara 20110615 Lompoc no no
5ventura_20110613 Ventura, Los Angeles Thousand Oaks, no yes Ventura communities
Moorpark, Simi Valley, outside the urban areas
Camarillo, Santa Clarita, are more conservative
Palmdale, Los Angeles than liberal urban center
populations
5ventura_20110613 Thousand Oaks no no
5ventura_20110613 Thousand Oaks no no
5ventura_20110613 Los Angeles, Ventura Thousand Oaks no yes Thousand Oaks shares Thousand Oaks shares
simiar demographics and |economic characteristics
population density, and with Ventura, not LA
shares Ventura county
services
6kern_20110613 no no
7sclara_20110613 Mountain View no no
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Bsbarbara 20110615 no

Ssbarbara 20110615 no

Bsbarbara 20110615 no

Sventura_20110613 no

Sventura_20110613 no

Sventura_20110613 no

Sventura_20110613 no

6kern_20110613 no User could not access
maps through website;
Redistricting Commision
responded that they were
unable to duplicate the
error and she should try
again

7sclara_20110613 no Commission is doing a
great job
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7sclara_20110613 6142011 |Jim Schrempp|no no
7sclara_20110613 6132011 |Craig England |no yes Likes the new districts for Santa Clara county
7sclara_20110614 6152011 |Carol Ashman |no San Jose Santa Clara |yes Proposal puts small area around our home in
a narrow area extending 28 miles to Newark;
the SD goes 36 miles to Hayward; zip 95148
should be with San Jose City Council District
8
7sclara_20110614 6142011 |Andres yes East San Jose San Jose Santa Clara |yes Keep Central and East San Jose whole letter
Quintero Democrats, President attached, but not visible in PDF file, may be
additional comments in attachment
7sclara_20110615 6152011 |Carol Piros no yes Simi Valley and Moorpark should be in a
district with LA county, allowing the rest of
Ventura county to have a stronger voice
4langeles_20110615 6142011 |Paul Carreiro |no Los Angeles |yes Supports comments by Tiffany Balonek and

Eugene Starr, dated 5242011. Keep El
Camino Village in the same district with
South Bay cities, which toghether comprise a
cohesive community
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7sclara_20110613 no no

7sclara_20110613 Santa Clara no no

7sclara_20110614 San Jose, Newark, yes no This San Jose

Hayward neighborhood has a high

level of involvement in the
San Jose community,
common community
groups and city and county
governements

7sclara_20110614 San Jose no no

7sclara_20110615 Ventura, Los Angeles Moorpark, Simi Valley no no

4langeles_20110615 no no
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7sclara_20110613 no Commission has done a
great job following its
mandate, making compact
districts that follow natural
and political boundaries

7sclara_20110613 no Congratulations to the
commission for drawing
clean districts instead of
gerrymandering like the
state legislature has
produced

7sclara_20110614 no

7sclara_20110614 no

7sclara_20110615 no

4langeles_20110615 no
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4langeles_20110615 6142011 |George no Los Angeles Los Angeles |no
Alexander
4langeles_20110615 6142011 [Lucille Lund, |no yes
duplicate
4langeles_20110615 6142011 |Lucille Lund |no yes Keep district 46 as it is; Orange county
representatives care about coastal issues,
while inland reps have different issues
4langeles_20110615 6142011 [Judith Neal no San Dimas Los Angeles [no district lines should run along county lines
4langeles_20110615 6142011 |Carol Pickle |no yes Objects to proposed districts in San Gabriel
Valley because they would cause loss of two
Republican congressmen; Do not split
Pasadena along the freeway; splitting cities
among districts should be avoided
4langeles_20110615 6142011 |Gregory Dobie|no Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes CD 27 looks gerrymandered, 27 should
include all of Sherman Oaks and Van Nuys;
Sherman Oaks should not be in a district
with Calabasas or Santa Clarita as it has
nothing in common with those cities
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4langeles_20110615 no no

4langeles_20110615 no no

4langeles_20110615 Orange no yes Coastal communities
share interests in pollution,
docks, and wildlife in the
ocean

4langeles_20110615 no no

4langeles_20110615 no no

4langeles_20110615 Los Angeles, Calabasas, no no

Santa Clarita
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4langeles_20110615 no The maps are not useful
because some districts are
not completely enclosed
by lines or lack numerical
designation; cannot tell
what is in the 23rd and
25th ADs, streets are not
identified

4langeles_20110615 no

4langeles_20110615 no

4langeles_20110615 no District lines should be
drawn based on diversity
of population, not diversity
of ethnic race; the maps
are too hard to read,
cannot determine if cities
are being split

4langeles_20110615 no

4langeles_20110615 no
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4langeles_20110615 6142011 [|Joyce Brody |no no
4langeles_20110615 6142011 |Kathryn Dunn |no no
4langeles_20110615 6142011 [Joan P. Curd |no Los Angeles |yes Include Agua Dolce in the same district as
Santa Clarita
4langeles_20110615 6142011 |Lois Woodruff |no yes Add Agua Dolce to the SVC AD
4langeles_20110615 6142011 |Richard Stark |no yes Palos Verdes Peninsula should be in a
district with the South Bay (district 36), not
Orange County (district 46)
4langeles_20110615 6142011 |Patricia A. no yes Add Agua Dolce to the SVC AD; add Newhall
Kelly to the 25th CD
4langeles_20110615 6142011 |Patty Paul no Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes Do not split Studio City
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4langeles_20110615 no no

4langeles_20110615 no no

4langeles_20110615 no no

4langeles 20110615 no no

4langeles_20110615 no no

4langeles_20110615 no no

4langeles_20110615 yes yes Studio city is an organized

community with an active
residents association and
neighborhood council
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4langeles_20110615 no Cannot comment because
the maps do not show
street names, unable to
tell where the district lines
are being drawn, would
like to see maps that at
least include names of
major streets

4langeles_20110615 no The maps that have been
generated are of such
poor quality that they are
not usable by any
newspaper in the state;
please improve the maps
immediately

4langeles_20110615 no

4langeles 20110615 no

4langeles_20110615 no

4langeles_20110615 no

4langeles_20110615 no
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4langeles_20110615 6152011 |L. Hamilton no Pasadena Los Angeles |yes Include Altadena in the Pasadena AD
4langeles_20110615 6152011 [Christine no Los Angeles |yes Make LAs San Fernando Valley (SFV) its
Rowe own dist for ; put area west of 1-405 in west
SFV CD, wAgoura Hills Westlake Village;
West Hills, put Bell Canyon, Chatsworth in
west SFV AD; put ocean COls together;
proposed SFV Dist is too spread out
4langeles_20110615 6152011 |Bernard no yes Do not split up Brad Shermans district in the
Bergman San Fernando Valley
4langeles_20110615 6152011 |Deborah no yes Add Agua Dulce to the SCV (Santa Clarita
Moorehead Valley) ADSDCD
4langeles_20110615 6152011 |Eileen Zierhut |no yes Add Agua Dulce to the SCV (Santa Clarita
Valley) ADSDCD
4langeles_20110615 6152011 |Kim Mischook |no yes Keep Altadena and Pasadena together in
one AD
4langeles_20110615 6152011 |[Ellen no no
Bagelman,
duplicate
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4langeles_20110615 Pasadena yes yes Altadena shares common
interests Pasadena; it
shares a school district;
African-America
community in West
Altadena is interconnected
with the African-American
community in Nortwest
Pasadena; splitting them
would go against goal of
keeping COls together

4langeles_20110615 Los Angeles Los Angeles, Thousand no yes

Oakds, Malibu, Oxnard

4langeles_20110615 no yes Jewish community in the
San Fernando Valley
should not be split up, this
area includes at least 3
synagauges and two
Jewish day schools

4langeles_20110615 no no

4langeles_20110615 no no

4langeles_20110615 Pasadena no no

4langeles_20110615 no no
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4langeles_20110615 no
4langeles_20110615 The proposed SFV district no
is too spread out, traffic on
HWY 101 and inadequate
freeway access would
prohibit any representative
from serving the entire
area
4langeles_20110615 no
4langeles_20110615 no
4langeles_20110615 no
4langeles_20110615 no
4langeles_20110615 no

Page 336



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
4langeles_20110615 6152011 [Ellen no no
Bagelman,
duplicate
4langeles_20110615 6152011 |Peter Riley no yes Add Newhall back into the Santa Clarita
Valley CD, do not put Newhall with the San
Fernanado Valley
4langeles_20110615_2 5272011 [Julian L. no San Marino Los Angeles |yes Put San Marino in the 44th AD with
Hartwell Pasadena, South Pasadena, Altadena,
Sierra Madre, La Canada Flintridge, and
Arcadia
4langeles_20110615_2 652011 R.W. Thee no Arcadia Los Angeles |yes Put LA county Northern Sierra Madre Foothill

COls of Arcadia, Sierra Madre, Monrovia,
Duarte, Bradbury, Glendora, Azusa, La
Verne and Claremont in same district maps
attached; do not include El Monte, Alhambra,
or San Gabriel
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Source Document

Geographic Comment:
Counties

Geographic Comment:

Cities

Geographic Comment:
Streets/Rivers/Other
Dividers

Neighborhood
Comment?

Community
of Interest?

COIl: Social Interest (s)

COIl: Economic Interest

(s)

4langeles_20110615

no

no

4langeles_20110615

no

no

4langeles_20110615_2

Arcadia, La Canada
Flintridge, Pasadena,
South Pasadena, Sierra
Madre, San Marino

no

yes

These communities share
a community college
district, and the high
schools in the area are
members of the Rio
Hondo League, a CA
Interscholastic Federation
(CIF) sanctioned league;
Callifornia Blvd connects
Pasadena and San Marino

4langeles_20110615_2

Los Angeles

Arcadia, Sierra Madre,
Monrovia, Duarte,
Bradbury, Azusa, La
Verne, Claremont, El
Monte, Alhambra, San
Gabriel

no

yes

These cities are threaded
by the Metro Gold Line
extension; common
infrastructure, share inter-
city law enforcement,
utilities, natural resources,
waste management and
medical facilities; shared
living standards and
common goals
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

4langeles_20110615 no

4langeles_20110615 no

4langeles_20110615_2 no

4langeles_20110615_2 There is already no

high diversity above
5 in these cities,
complying with VRA;
Asian-Americans
comprise over 60 in
Arcadia
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
7sclara_20110615 6162011 |Kerri Dunlay |no no
7sclara_20110615_2 612011 Ann Roberts |yes League of Women Saratoga Santa Clara |yes Saratoga (15th SD) is represented by a state
Voters, member senator from San Luis Obispo, very
gerrymandered; put Saratoga with Silicon
Valley
7scruz_20110613 6132011 |Marsha Hill no Santa Cruz |yes Unspecified location in Santa Cruz county
should be included with Santa Cruz county
and Monterey, not with San Jose
7scruz_20110613 6132011 [Herbert L. no Scotts Valley Santa Cruz |yes Scotts Valley should be in a district with
Fogel Santa Cruz, not in the 14th CD
7scruz_20110614 6142011 |Betty no yes Likes that Santa Cruz and Monterey are put
Devalcourt together, and that the farming communities

are in a separate district
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers

7sclara_20110615 no no

7sclara_20110615_2 no yes Saratoga is home to many
high tech industry workers
in Silicon Valley, while
coastal communities are
mostly agricultural

7scruz_20110613 Santa Cruz Monterey, San Jose, Santa no no

Cruz
7scruz_20110613 no no
7scruz_20110614 Santa Cruz, Monterey Santa Cruz, Monterey no no
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Source Document

COI: Why keep together

VRA Sec. 2
Comment

VRA Sec. 5
Comment?

Sec. 5
County

Summary of Sec. 5
Comment

Non-COl-based
Comment

Comment on
Commission Process

7sclara_20110615

no

There are too many
Democrats on the
commission, there must
be a balance of
Republicans and
Democrats to make fair,
unbiased decisions

7sclara_20110615 2

no

7scruz_20110613

no

User cannot interpret the
actual boundaries on any
of the maps, and cannot
tell within which district her
Santa Cruz county location
lies

7scruz_20110613

no

User is not able to
understand new map,
cannot tell what district
Scotts Valley is in

7scruz_20110614

no

Thanks to the Commission
for truly being a citizens
commission and doing a
great job, the new map is
an imporvement on past
gerrymandering
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
7scruz_20110614 6142011 |Ronald no Santa Cruz |yes Put Felton in a district with Santa Cruz, not
Bourret with Silicon Valley; draw the line along the
top of the mountains, or north of there but
south of Los Gatos and Saratoga
7scruz_20110615 6142011 |Betty no no
Devalcourt,
duplicate
7scruz_20110615 6142011 [Ronald no no
Bourret,
duplicate
7scruz_20110615 6132011 [Herbert L. no no
Fogel,
duplicate
7scruz_20110615 6132011 [Marsha Hill, |no no
duplicate
7scruz_20110615_2 672011 Gail L. Pellerin|yes California Association no
of Clerks and Election
Officials, President
8alameda_20110613 6132011 |Li Bing no yes Keep Fremont with Tri-Cities and southern

Alameda county; do not split Fremont
between CDs and legislative districts
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
7scruz_20110614 Santa Cruz Santa Cruz, Los Gatos, no yes Santa Cruz Mountain
Saratoga communities have cultural,
environmental, economic
and civic connections to
Santa Cruz, not to suburbs
of Sunnyvale
7scruz_20110615 no no
7scruz_20110615 no no
7scruz_20110615 no no
7scruz_20110615 no no
7scruz_20110615_2 no no
8alameda_20110613 Alameda Fremont no no
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
7scruz_20110614 no
7scruz_20110615 no
7scruz_20110615 no
7scruz_20110615 no
7scruz_20110615 no
7scruz_20110615_2 no Nest districts where
practicable; Prop 11
(2008) showed voter intent
to nest state SDsADs
where practicable; Non-
nested districts increase
election costs, necessitate
multiple district boundary
lines, and increase the
number of precincts (see
diagram)
8alameda_20110613 no
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8alameda_20110613 6132011 |Carol J. yes Union City City city Union City Alameda yes Keep Union City, Newark, and Fremont in
Vernaci council, former the same district
member
8alameda_20110613 6132011 |Narendra no yes Do not divide the city of Fremont, keep
Vemula Fremont in one CD
8alameda_20110613 6132011 |Marilyn Singer |yes League of Women yes Do not put San Jose and Fremont in the
Voters of Fremont, same district; Fremont should be grouped
Newark and Union with Newark and Union City
City, member
8alameda_20110613 6142011 |Sandi no yes Do not split Fremont among districts
Pantages
8alameda_20110614 6152011 |Ward Belding |yes no
8alameda 20110614 6142011 |Bette Peters |no yes Keep all of San Leandro in one district
8alameda_20110614 6152011 |Nicky Neau no Livermore Alameda yes Livermore is now gerrymandered in CD 10,
surrounded by CD 11; Put Livermore,
Pleasanton, Dublin, San Ramon and Danville
(Tri-Valley area) together; may include
Castro Valley, Discovery Bay; do not put
Livermore with Hayward
8ccosta_20110615 6152011 |Bob Caughron|no yes
8ccosta_20110615 6162011 |Paul Abelson |no yes Do not cut Oakley and Bethel off from Contra

Costa county; instead, reassign an area in
west Contra Costa county to an adjacent
area in northern Alameda county, or put a
southern Contra Costa area with an adjacent
eastern Alameda county district
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8alameda_20110613 Union City, Newark, no no
Fremont
8alameda_20110613 no no
8alameda_20110613 San Jose, Fremont, no yes Fremont, Newark and
Newark, Union City Union City share
meandering borders and
joint ventures
8alameda_20110613 Fremont no yes Fremont is a COI
8alameda_20110614 no no
8alameda 20110614 San Leandro no no
8alameda_20110614 Livermore, Pleasanton, no yes Tri Valley cities are a COl,
Dublin, San Ramon, and mix freely for
Danville, Castro Valley, shopping and social
Discovery Bay, Hayward interaction
8ccosta_ 20110615 no no
8ccosta_20110615 Contra Costa, Alameda Oakley, Bethel no no
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
8alameda_20110613 no
8alameda_20110613 no
8alameda_20110613 no
8alameda_20110613 no
8alameda_20110614 no Realigned districts are
generally very favorable.
8alameda 20110614 no
8alameda_20110614 no
8ccosta_20110615 no Leave the districts the way
they are
8ccosta_ 20110615 no
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8ccosta_20110615 6152011 |Susan no yes COMMENT IS CUT OFF, ONLY PARTIALLY
Wittenberg VISIBLE IN PDF; Keep Richmond in George
Millers district; do not use proposed
changes, which cut up Contra Costa county
along racial and economic lines
8ccosta_20110615 6152011 [Carol M no no
Hehmeyer
8napa_20110615 692011 David yes Napa Valley Napa yes Include Santa Rosa, Lake, Napa, Colusa,
Beckstoffer, Grapegrowers; David Glenn, northern Yolo, Sutter and Yuba in one
Jim Berhey President; Jim Chair, CD. Napa, Sonoma, Lake, Mendocino, Yolo
Industry Issues and Solano is a grape growing COlI; keep
Committee existing lines of district 1
8napa_20110615 642011 Laverne yes California yes Use CA Conservative Action Group Bay
Oyarzo Conservative Action Area maps; do not draw districts across the
Group bay, as Latino Policy Forum map does; use

BerkeleyOakland hills as barrier; put Union
City with FremontNewark, not Danville; do
not put Palo Alto wSanta Cruz
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City, Fremont, Newark,
Danville, Palo Alto, Santa
Cruz

Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest

Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers

8ccosta_20110615 Contra Costa Richmond no no

8ccosta 20110615 no no

8napa_20110615 Lake, Napa, Colusa, Santa Rosa no yes Common wine, tourism
Glenn, Yolo, Sutter, Yuba, and agricultural industries
Sonoma, Mendocino,
Solano

8napa_20110615 Berkeley, Oakland, Union no yes BerkeleyOakland hills

divide urban, ethnic,
diverse communities from
suburban bedroom
communities to the east;
san jose Latino community
is an ethnic COI
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

8ccosta_ 20110615 no

8ccosta_20110615 no Where are the transcrips
of the hearings? They are
needed to organizeanalyze
COl testimony. Did 500k
cost to Gibson Dunn
destroy the budget?
Switch to Neilson firm,
they are better.

8napa_20110615 no

8napa_20110615 Group Marin with areas Supports no

along 101 to the north,
which would include
people who work in Marin

compliance with
VRA; Latino Policy
Forum map violates
VRA
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8napa_20110615 642011 averne Oyarzo|yes California Calistoga Napa yes Keep Latino commuinty in San Jose in one
Conservative Action district; Marin dist should expand north along
Group HWY 101, not east to Benecia; keep north
bay and SF districts separate; do not join
Fremont with Tri-ValleyPleasanton; opposes
MALDEF and CIJEE maps
8smateo 20110615 6152011 |Andy Cohen |no Menlo Park San Mateo  |yes Do not divide Menlo Park into two CDs
8smateo 20110615 6162011 [Mark Leach |no no
8sonoma_20110613_2 6132011 |Ray Holley no Healdsburg Sonoma yes Change Sonoma lines on 610 map; the long
coastal district divides rather than unties the
community; put Northern Sonoma and Napa
counties together
8sonoma_20110614_2 6142011 |Sharon S. no Sonoma yes Do not split Santa Rosa between two
Robison districts; Put Santa Rosa with the coastal
region; keep Sonoma county in one district
8sonoma_20110614_2 6142011 |Sandy no yes Proposed redistricting changes north bay to
Chapman eliminate a typically Democratic constituency
8sonoma_20110614_2 6142011 |Sharon no Sonoma yes Do not split up Sonoma county or Santa
Robison Rosa; keep them both in one district
8sonoma_20110614_2 6142011 [Matthew no yes Put Santa Rosa with Sonoma and Marin
Danielczyk counties, not with Sacramento valley

counties or Yuba City; likes old boundaries
more than proposed ones
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8napa_20110615 Marin San Jose, Benecia, no no
Fremont, Pleasanton

8smateo 20110615 Menlo Park no no

8smateo 20110615 no no

8sonoma_20110613_2 Sonoma, Napa no yes Wine industry unites
Sonoma and Napa, rural
communities and family-
based agriculture in
common

8sonoma_20110614_2 Sonoma Santa Rosa no no

8sonoma_20110614_2 no no

8sonoma_20110614_2 Sonoma Santa Rosa no no

8sonoma_20110614_2 Sonoma, Marin, Santa Rosa, Yuba City no yes Santa Rosa, coastal North bay (Marin, Santa

Sacramento

communities, and Marin

are a COlI, have political,
geographical and cultural
similarities

Rosa) share economic
interests
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
8napa_20110615 no
8smateo 20110615 no
8smateo 20110615 no Keep small towns and
school districts in one
piece, or at least make the
pieces large enough to
matter to elected officials
8sonoma_20110613_2 no
8sonoma_20110614_2 no
8sonoma_20110614_2 no
8sonoma_20110614_2 no
8sonoma_20110614_2 no
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8sonoma_20110615 6142011 [Sharon S. no no
Robison,
duplicate
8sonoma_20110615 6142011 [Sharon no no
Robison,
duplicate
8sonoma_20110615 6142011 [Matthew no no
Danielczyk,
duplicate
8sonoma_20110615 6142011 |Sandy no no
Chapman,
duplicate
9dnorte_20110615_2 6142011 |Patti Kraft no yes Do not group Del Norte county with counties
to the south; should be grouped instead
wcounties to the east
9dnorte_20110615_2 6152011 |[Toni Radle no yes Put Del Norte with eastern counties, not with
counties to the south
9dnorte_20110615_2 6152011 |[Grant no yes Put Del Norte with other coastal communities
Werschkull
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8sonoma_20110615 no no
8sonoma_20110615 no no
8sonoma_20110615 no no
8sonoma_20110615 no no
9dnorte_20110615_2 Del Norte no yes Del Norte is an agricultural
area, similar to areas to
the east, different from
urban industrial areas to
the south
9dnorte_20110615_2 Del Norte no yes Del Norte is a small, rural
area, does not have
similar interests as
sophisticated counties to
the south
9dnorte_20110615_2 no yes Del Nortes economy,

culture, recreational
opportunities, regulatory
agencies, native habitats
and landscapes, threats
and issues, heritage, and
transportation are all in
common with coastal
communities
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8sonoma_20110615 no
8sonoma_20110615 no
8sonoma_20110615 no
8sonoma_20110615 no
9dnorte_20110615_2 no
9dnorte_20110615_2 no
9dnorte_20110615_2 no
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9dnorte_20110615_2 6152011 [Steve no yes Put Del Norte with Humboldt, Mendocino,
Crockett Trinity, and Siskiyou; not with Sonoma and
Marin; consider East-West redistricting
9dnorte_20110615_2 6142011 |Jaime no yes COMMENT CUT OFF IN PDF, PARTIALLY
Yarbrough NOT VISIBLE. Unable to understand intent
of comment.
9edorado_20110615 662011 Raymond J. [yes County of El Dorado El Dorado yes Keep Lake Tahoe in same SDAD as El
Nutting Board of Supervisors, Dorado and Placer counties, as it has been
Chair for 160 years; Roseville, Placerville, Auburn,
South Lake Tahoe and Tahoe City belong
together (see attached Board of Supervisors
Resolution)
9humboldt_20110615 6162011 |Sue Pierce no yes Put Humboldt county in a district with Del
Norte, Siskiyou, Shasta, Trinity and Modoc,
not with Bay Area counties like Sonoma and
Mendocino
9siskiyou_20110613 6132011 |Richard no no
Marshall
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Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
9dnorte_20110615_2 Del Norte, Humboldt, no no
Mendocino, Trinity,
Siskiyou, Marin, Sonoma
9dnorte 20110615 2 no no
9edorado_20110615 El Dorado, Placer Roseville, Placerville, no yes El Dorado, Placer, Lake
Auburn, South Lake Tahoe and surrounding
Tahoe, Tahoe City communities share
common historical
heritage and
environmental concerns
9humboldt_ 20110615 Del Norte, Siskiyou, no yes Humboldt has more in
Shasta, Trinity, Modoc, common with these rural,
Humboldt, Sonoma, agricultural areas, and
Mendocino should not be with weatlhy
Bay Area counties
9siskiyou_20110613 no no
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9dnorte_20110615_2 no
9dnorte 20110615 2 no
9edorado 20110615 Splitting Lake Tahoe[no
from El Dorado
would harm the
geographic integrity
of the community,
contrary to the VRA
9humboldt_ 20110615 no
9siskiyou_20110613 no Committee has taken a

south California slant; why
have there not been public
meetings in Siskiyou,
Shasta, Modoc, or Trinity
areas? These are areas
you would most drastically
impact and have been
denied representation
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Comment?
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9siskiyou 20110613

6142011

Jon E. Lopey

no

Mount Shasta

Siskiyou

yes

Do not redistrict Etna, Fort Jones, and the
east side of Scott Valley to the Coastal
District; this will harm Siskiyou county

9siskiyou_20110614

6152011

Marcia
Armstrong

no

Siskiyou

yes

New Siskiyou ADSDCD lines split
Supervisorial District in two; do not split part
of Siskiyou to be with coastal communities; it
is far from EurekaWeaverville, but closer to
Redding

9siskiyou 20110614

6152011

Donald Obrien

no

yes

Siskiyou logging, mining and
ranchingfarming have been undermined by
activists from HumboltDel Norte counties; do
not put Etna, Fort Jones, Callahan with north
coast district

9siskiyou 20110614

6142011

Amy Friend

no

yes

Do not split up Siskiyou county, putting the
western part in the coastal region; Siskiyou
has better transportation to Redding;
Siskiyou cannot afford the additional costs of
redistricting

9siskiyou_20110614

6142011

Colleen Setzer

yes

Siskiyou County,
County Clerk

Yreka

Siskiyou

yes

Do not split Siskiyou into different SDADCDs
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Dividers
9siskiyou_20110613 Siskiyou Etna, Fort Jones no yes Travel times, political
issues and perspectives of
coastal leaders do not
represent Siskiyou county
communities
9siskiyou_20110614 no yes Roads easily connect Siskiyou is a poor rural
Siskiyou to Redding, but |area, with farming, logging
connections to coastal and mining industries;
areas are over windy coastal areas have fishing
mountian roads that are industries; these industries
sometimes closed due to |have conflicting interests
show
9siskiyou_20110614 Siskiyou, Humboldt, Del Etna, Fort Jones no yes Siskiyou is a COI of
Norte logging, mining, and
ranchingfarming which is
distinct from coastal
Humboldt and Del Norte
counties
9siskiyou_20110614 Siskiyou Redding no yes Siskiyou has better
transportation connection
to Redding; is united in
lifestyle, economy and
issues
9siskiyou_20110614 Siskiyou no yes Splitting Siskiyou would

split supervisorial districts,
board of education areas,
community collegehigh
schoolgrammar school
districts, and the fire
protection district. Siskiyou
shares living standards,
transportation and media.
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9siskiyou 20110613 no

9siskiyou_20110614 no

9siskiyou 20110614 no

9siskiyou 20110614 no

9siskiyou_20110614 no
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9siskiyou_20110614 6152011 [|Anna L. Marsh|no yes Totally supports the split of Siskiyou county
9siskiyou 20110615 6152011 |Jon E. Lopey |yes Siskiyou County, Siskiyou yes Do not split Siskiyou county into separate
Sheriff-Coroner SDADCDs; this would wrongly split Fort
Jones and Etna; do not put Siskiyou with
coastal Mendocino and Humbold
9siskiyou_20110615 6152011 |Ed Valenzuela |yes Siskiyou Board of Siskiyou yes Do not split Siskiyou county
Supervisors, Second
District Supervison
(Southern)
9siskiyou_20110615_2 6132011 [|James A. yes Karuk Arara Tribe, Roseville Placer yes Leave Scott Valley, Fort Jones, Etna,
Waddell member Callahan, etc in the same district as Yreka,

with the rest of Siskiyou county
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9siskiyou 20110614 Siskiyou no no
9siskiyou_20110615 Siskiyou, Humboldt, Fort Jones, Etna no yes Splitting Siskiyou would Siskiyou has distinct
Mendocino split supervisorial, school |priorities in agriculture,
and fire districts; the area |water rights, dam removal,
has common interests in  |endangered species,
land use, water rights, foresting, mining and land
marijuana cultivation, and |use
recreation; inadequate
roads to coastal area
would make it difficult for
this Sheriff to see reps
9siskiyou_20110615 Siskiyou no no
9siskiyou_20110615_2 Siskiyou Etna, Fort Jones, Yreka no yes Karuk Arara members of

Siskiyou county should be
in same district; drive from
Scott Valley to Yreka is 20
minutes, while it takes 3-4
hours to get to coastal
areas, and roads to
coastal areas may be
closed in winter due to
snowrock slidesfloods
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9siskiyou 20110614 no

9siskiyou 20110615 no

9siskiyou_20110615 no The public meeting in
Redding was not well-
noticed, and would have
been a 2 hour drive for
Siskiyou residents

9siskiyou_20110615_2 no
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9sjoaquin_20110615 692011 Marc B. yes Robinson Bradford Stockton San Joaquin |yes Keep San Joaquin county whole; (see maps -
Robinson LLP see non-district comment)
20110614 6142011 |Brian Wilfley |no no
20110614 6142011 |Brian Lawson |no no
20110614 6142011 [Steven no no
Horstman
8sonoma 20110615 2 6122011 |K. Riggs no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Do not put Santa Rosa with central areas
8sonoma_20110615_2 652011 Mike Healey |yes Petaluma City Council, |Petaluma Sonoma yes Put Petaluma wSonoma cty cities Rohnert

member

ParkSanta Rosa along HWY 101 corridor;
put Lake County (pop. 64,665) in North
Coast district, and move Petaluma (pop.
57,941) and immediate environs from North
Coast dist to Santa RosaNapa dist
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9sjoaquin_20110615 San Joaquin no no
20110614 no no
20110614 no no
20110614 no no
8sonoma_ 20110615 2 Santa Rosa no no
8sonoma_20110615_2 Sonoma, Lake Petaluma, Santa Rosa, HWY 101 no no

Rhonert Park
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Comment on
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9sjoaquin_20110615

no

Letter refers to map, but
there is no map in the
PDF; letter says the map
was also submitted to
Sacramento office of the
CRC

20110614

no

You are doing an excellent
job. Do not listen to
complaints from
incumbent legislators
whose primary interst is to
keep their seats.

20110614

no

Technical comment
regarding deferred
population in new senate
districts (see attached
chart)

20110614

no

Are maps available with
more detail, such as street
boundaries that coincide
with district lines? This
would make it easier to
see where the districts are.

8sonoma_ 20110615 2

no

8sonoma_20110615_2

no
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8sonoma_20110615_2 Onita yes Petaluma Area Petaluma Sonoma yes Put Petaluma (pop. 58,000) wother cities in
Pellegrini Chamber of HWY 101 corridor, not with Coastal District;
Commerce Lake County (Pop. 65,000) would be better
fit for Coastal District
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |[Naomi no Los Angeles |yes Instead of nesting Santa Clarita with Malibu,
Carmona- nest it with East Ventura County (Camarillo,
Morshead Thousand oaks, Moorpark and Simi Valley).
Keep inland suburban valleys connected
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Paul Little no Pasadena Los Angeles |yes Keep Pasadena whole and keep with
Glendale and burbank. Pasadena has little
inn common with Diamond Bar, Chino Hills,
etc
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |teri knafla no Los Angeles |yes Keep all of SCV in the Antelope Valley-Santa
Clarita district
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 [Lynndell no yes Hollydale should be included with Long
Kennedy Beach, Downey, Paramount
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |teri knafla no yes SCV be nested with East Ventura county
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Patricia E. and|no yes Do not divide up Santa Clarity Valley,
Michael Newhall Belongs Keep with Acton, Aqua
Dempsey Dulce. Malibu is far away and different
4langeles 20110620 5 6202011 |harry knafla  |no yes SCV be nested with East Ventura County
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Jeannie Atkins|no Santa Clarita Los Angeles |yes Do not split up Santa Clarita, add Newhall
into Antelope Valley - Santa Clarita Valley
district
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Aggi Oschin |no yes do not split up Santa Clarita, add Newhall
into Antelope Valley - Santa Clarita Valley
district
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Patricia A. no yes do not split up Santa Clarita, add Newhall
Kelly into Antelope Valley - Santa Clarita Valley

district
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8sonoma_20110615_2 no yes Petaluma does not fit in
with agrarian communities
in coastal district
4langeles 20110620 5 Los Angeles, East Ventura |Santa Clarita, Malibu, no yes history, like communities
County Camarillo, Thousand
Oaks, Moorpark, Simi
Valley
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Pasadena, Glendale, no no
Burbank, Diamond Bar,
Chino Hills
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles SCV, no no
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Hollydale, Long Beach, West side of south gate, [no yes better representation,
Downey, Paramount freeway small community
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles, East Ventury |SCV no no
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Acton, Aqua Dulce, Santa no yes same requirements
Clarita valley
4langeles 20110620 5 Los Angeles SCV, EVC no no
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no yes one vibrant community
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no no
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no no
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8sonoma_20110615_2 no

4langeles 20110620 5 no

4langeles_20110620_5 no

4langeles_20110620_5 no

4langeles_20110620_5 no

4langeles_20110620_5 no

4langeles_20110620_5 no California has gone from
wo-derful to a place where
people cant make decent
living

4langeles 20110620 5 no

4langeles_20110620_5 no

4langeles_20110620_5 no

4langeles_20110620_5 no
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4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Robert Hazard|no Newhall Los Angeles |yes do not split up Santa Clarita, add Newhall
into Antelope Valley - Santa Clarita Valley
district
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |[Irene Boyd no Northridge Los Angeles |no
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Bob Bennett |no yes Why is Old orchard | in Valencia excluded
along w newhall, from rest of SCV.
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 [Christine no yes Do not split Newhall from district, leave with
Greenn SCV
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 [Mary Sinclair |no Pasadena Los Angeles |yes Put Pasadena in one district. With Burbank
and Glendale
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 [Margaret yes Pasadena Pasadena Los Angeles |yes Move Southern portion of Pasadena from
McAustin, East San Gabriel Valley-Diamond Bar into
Vice Mayor San Gabriel Mountains Foothill. Move most
of upland into Ontario district. Move SE
Chino Hills from Ontario to East San Gabriel
Valley-Diamond Bar district
4langeles 20110620 5 6202011 |Michael Kelly |no yes Should not redistrict Santa Clarita.
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Linda no yes Do not split Santa Clarita, add Newhall to
Lambourne Antelope Valley
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Rosalind yes NALEO Educational Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes Concerns about closing times of two venues
Gold, Senior Fund for hearings in LA County
Director of
Policy
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 [Michael Logan|no Pasadena Los Angeles |yes Do not split Pasadena in two, put pasadena
(duplicate) with Arcadia, South Pasadena, Monrovia,
Glendale, and Burbank
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Alina Bokde |no Lincoln Heights Los Angeles |yes Support for new boundaries for downtown
and Northeast LA communities
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |William no yes Do not split Santa Clarita. Add Newhall into
Howard Antelope Valley- Santa Clarita Valley
Fairchile
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4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no no
4langeles_20110620_5 no no
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Valencia, Newhall SCV no yes integrity
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Newhall, SCV no no
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Pasadena, Burbank, no no
Glendale
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Pasadena, Diamond Bar, |210 freeway as a dividing [no yes one community
Ontario, Upland, Chino line is bad
Hills
4langeles 20110620 5 Los angeles Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no no
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Los Angeles no no
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Pasadena, South no no
Pasadena, Arcadia,
Monrovia, Glendale,
Burbank
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Los Angeles no no
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no no
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4langeles_20110620_5 no
4langeles_20110620_5 no Needs more detailed maps
4langeles_20110620_5 lived here for 35 years no
4langeles_20110620_5 no
4langeles_20110620_5 no
4langeles_20110620_5 preserve the voting [no
rights act
4langeles 20110620 5 no
4langeles_20110620_5 no
4langeles_20110620_5 no Attached letter
4langeles_20110620_5 no This makes more sense
4langeles_20110620_5 no
4langeles_20110620_5 no
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4langeles_20110620_6 6202011 [Marcelle no North Hollywood, Los Angeles |yes Sunland-Tujunga, Shadow Hills, La Tuna
Keehne canyon has more in common with foothills of
Crescenta Valley.
4langeles_20110620_6 6212011 |Darrell Bice |no Long Beach Los Angeles |yes Keep Long Beach whole.
4langeles_20110620_6 6202011 |Andrew no Long Beach Los Angeles |yes County line between LA and Orange is
Kinkaid definitive.
4langeles_20110620_6 6202011 |Gerald Marcil |no Palos Verdes Estates Los Angeles |yes Santa monica and venice should be replaced
by Gardena, Hawthorne, Lawndale, Harbor
City.
4langeles_20110620_6 6202011 |Marsha yes Santa Clarita Santa Clarita Los Angeles |yes Concern that neighborhoods in Santa Clarita
McLean, are being split. Entire Santa Clarita should
Mayor be put in Antelope ValleySanta Clarita district
4langeles_20110620_6 6202011 |Mary Ellen no Calabbasas Los Angeles |yes Santa monica mountains should not be
Strote divided. Pacific Coast Highway, 101
Freeway, cross canyon roads need to stay
together in business, etc
4langeles_20110621_sherma (6212011 |Bob Anderson |yes Chair, Sherman Oaks |sherman Oaks Los Angeles |yes Split Sherman Oaks across two districts.
noaks Homeowners Move southern boundary of Calabasas from
Association Ventura to Mullholland
5barbara_20110620 6202011 |Phillip no Lompoc Santa yes Do not split Lompoc.
Barbara
5barbara_20110620 6212011 |Anne Jimenez |no Lompoc Santa yes Opposed to Lompoc being split
Barbara
5barbara_20110620 6202011 [Robert M. no yes Keep Lompoc whole in one district, lompoc
Newman more alligned with Santa Maria as COI
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4langeles_20110620_6 Los angeles Sunland-Tujunga, Shadow |foothills no yes issues relating to
Hills, La Tuna Canyon mountains, protection of
hillsides, equestrian,
biking, hiking,
backpacking, planning
concerns, corridor
4langeles_20110620_6 Los Angeles Long Beach no yes one city, one school
district, one gas, one
water department
4langeles_20110620_6 Los Angeles, Orange no no
4langeles_20110620_6 Los Angeles Santa Monica, Venice, no yes South bay homogeneity in
Gardena, Hawthorne, businesses, schools,
Lawndale, Harbor City parks
4langeles_20110620_6 Los Angeles Santa Clarita yes yes geographic, social,
climatic, watershed,
political boundaries
4langeles_20110620_6 Los Angeles Santa Monica Mountains [101 Fwy, cross-canyon no yes share businesses,
roads, pacific coast tourism, environmental
highway, orgs, homeowners groups
4langeles_20110621_sherma [Los Angeles Sherman Oaks, Calabasas |Ventura Blvd, Mullholland |no no
noaks Drive
5barbara_20110620 Santa Barbara Lompoc no no
5barbara_20110620 Santa Barbara Lompoc no no
5barbara_20110620 Santa Barbara Lompoc no yes
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4langeles_20110620_6 no
4langeles_20110620_6 boundaries well-defined by no Many testifying to split are
freeways and waterways politicians putting ambition

before city

4langeles_20110620_6 no California grew first by
counties.

4langeles_20110620_6 no

4langeles_20110620_6 no

4langeles_20110620_6 no Thank you for reading

4langeles_20110621_sherma no Maps included

noaks

5barbara_20110620 no Travesty, idiocy

5barbara_20110620 no Disrespectful

5barbara_20110620 more aligned no Federal prison population
included in population
count, unreasonable as
felons cant vote and are
not residents by choice
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5sbarbara_20110619_2 6192011 |Cathy Gregory|no yes Keep Lompoc intact. Buellton, Solvang and
Santa Ynez are closer to Santa Barbara than
Lompoc.
5ventura_20110618_2 6182011 [Jerry and no Thousand Oaks Ventura yes Opposed to splitting of Thousand Oaks.
Marion Lewi Interests are served by Ventura County, not
LA County or Santa Clarita. Share interest
with Moorpark, Simi Valley, and Camarillo.
Sventura_20110620_2 6202011 |Les Spencer |no yes Do not split Thousand Oaks.
5ventura_20110620_3 6142011 |Cheryl no Moorpark Ventura yes Opposed to making Moorpark part of Los
Ackermann Angeles county, instead of Ventura.
5ventura_20110620_4 6202011 [Suzanne no yes opposes incorporating parts of Northern Los
Maisner angeles into ventura, oxnard. Concerns of
this area are different from those in Simi
Valley and Northern LA
5Sventura_20110620_4 6202011 |Patricia Beals |no Thousand Oaks Ventura yes Opposes split of thousand oaks and
redistricting. Better district is natural following
the 101 Thousand Oaks, Lake Sherwood,
Oak Park, Westlake Village, Agoura Hills,
Calabasas, West San Fernando Valley
6inyo_20110617 6172011 |Brian Law no yes Wants outreach to people of Inyo and Mono
Counties. Should not be lumped with a
county with nothing in common.
6merced_20110620 6202011 |Les Oreck no yes Disapproves of motion to Redistrict SD 12.
6merced_20110620 6212011 |Tom Faria no yes splitting 12 Seat district across the coastal

ranges will weaken representation for San
Joaquin Valley
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5sbarbara 20110619 _2 Santa Barbara Lompoc, Buellton, Solvang, no no
Santa Ynez
5Sventura_20110618 2 Ventura County, Los Thousand Oaks, Santa no no
Angeles County Clarita, Moorpark, Simi
Valley, Camarillo
Sventura_20110620 2 Thousand Oaks no no
5ventura_20110620_3 Ventura, Los Angeles Moorpark no no
5Sventura_20110620_4 Los Angeles, Ventura Ventura, Oxnard, Santa no yes Coastal cities share
Monica, Malibu, Los nuclear power paint
Angeles, Simi Valley concerns, geography,
culture
5Sventura_20110620_4 LA, Ventura Thousand Oaks, Lake the 101 no no
Sherwood, Oak Park,
Westlake Village, Agoura
Hills, Calabasas, West San
Fernando Valley
6inyo_20110617 Inyo, Mono mountains no no
6merced 20110620 Merced no no
6merced 20110620 Merced no no
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5sbarbara_20110619_2 no keep Lompoc intact another way for politicos to
cut lompocs influence
5Sventura_20110618 2 no No interests in common
with any part of LA County
Sventura_20110620 2 no
5ventura_20110620_3 no Los Angeles is too big to  [Please fire whoever
give representation, and  |dreamed up this crazy
there is a higher tax rate  |idea.
and insurance costs
5Sventura_20110620_4 no Simi and LA dont have
same concerns
Sventura_20110620_4 no | do my part
6inyo_20110617 no | work for a radio station
6merced 20110620 no CLCV believes not in best
intereset of health of area
6merced_20110620 under-represented and no
under-funded
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7monterey_ 20110620 6202011 [Noel Michael |no yes Proposed lines extend from North Santa
Rucka Cruz county to a part of Santa Barbara
county. This is a four hour drive for
residents.
7sclara_20110617_2 6102011 |Andres yes East San Jose San Jose Santa Clara |yes Opposes removing parts of East San Jose
Quintero, Democrats from the rest of SJ and placing in districts to
President the north. Placing with Mt. Hamilton Range
and San Antonio valley based on route
corridor of Hwy 130 is wrong. Include Mckee
Rd as N boundary, all of E SJ, Hwy 87 to W
7sclara_20110617_2 6172011 |Steven Levin |no yes Putting meeting for public input on Saturday
precludes religious Jews from attending.
7sclara_20110620 6202011 |Pat Pierce no yes Sunnyvale and Santa Clara are not
consistently shown on the maps.
7sclara_20110620 6202011 [Joan Krolak |no Woodland Hills Los Angeles |yes West Valley should end at the Los Angeles
County line, and includes Conejo Valley
7sclara_20110620_2 6202011 |Carol Wall no West Valley Santa Clara |yes West Valley should not cross over into East
Valley. San Fernando Valley is divided by
405, West Valley from the 405 to Wetern LA
line and includes Conejo Valley. Theas
Valley is from 405 to Burbank, Glendale.
7scruz_20110619 6192011 |Heather no Davenport Santa Cruz |yes Protests boundary on Northern part of
McDougal Swanton Rd near Davenport, off Cabrillo
Highway.
7scruz_20110620 6202011 |Leigh Hill no Santa Cruz |yes Should not include part of Santa Cruz County
(duplicate) in Santa Clara County. Line should be at

summit of Santa Cruz mountains. Nothing in
common with Portola Valley or Cupertino
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7monterey_20110620 Santa Cruz, Santa Barbara no no
7sclara 20110617 2 Santa Clara, Alameda San Jose Mckee Rd, highway 87, yes yes Latino population, latino
vote is diluted, school
district, public safety,
public transportation
7sclara_20110617_2 Santa Clara San Jose no no
7sclara_20110620 Santa Clara Santa Clara, Sunnyvale no no
7sclara_20110620 Los Angeles West Valley, Conejo Valley no no
7sclara_20110620 2 Santa Clara, L.A. County [West Valley, East Valley, [405, L.A. County line no no
San Fernando Valley,
Conejo Valley, Burbank,
Glendale
7scruz_20110619 Santa Cruz, San Mateo Davenport Swanton Rd, Davenport, [no yes school district, postal
Cabrillo Hwy district, county,
government
7scruz_20110620 Santa Cruz, Santa Clara |Portola Valley, Cupertino |Santa Cruz Mountains no yes
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7monterey_20110620 no It is a long drive for
constituent services, time
will be limited
7sclara 20110617 2 history, population, Much needs to be |no
demographic taken into
consideration based
on VRA
7sclara_20110617_2 no Commission should be
senstive to diversity in CA
7sclara_20110620 no
7sclara_20110620 no | expect the commission to
be fair with this matter
7sclara_20110620 2 no West Valley has the
population and deserves
separate district
7scruz_20110619 All part of Davenport no follow county line
community
7scruz_20110620 Leave Scotts Valley, no

Felton, Ben Lomond,
Boulder Creek
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7scruz_20110620 6212011 |Christina no San Lorenzo Valley Santa Cruz |yes reconsider including Santa cruz mountain
Hatcher and North Coast communities in Santa Cruz.
7scruz_20110620 6202011 |Leigh Hill no Santa Cruz |yes Santa Cruz should remain intact. Do not
exclude watsonville. Santa cruz is connected
to Monterey and San Benito counties more
than Santa clara
7scruz_20110620 6212011 |Benjamin no North Santa Cruz Santa Cruz |yes Davenport, Scotts Valley, and San Lorenzo
Short Valley communities should be with Santa
Cruz, not Silicon Valley.
8alameda_20110619 6192011 no Alameda yes Portion of Oakland City Council District 6 and
7 should be put back in assembly distict 16.
Currently they are Castro Valley, Dublin,
Hayward, San Leandro, San Lorenzo, and
Pleasanton.
8ccosta_20110620 6202011 |Bryan no yes Does not make sense to carve Oakley from
Montgomery Contra Costa county. Should find a piece of
Solano or Sonoma instead.
8ccosta_20110620_2 6202011 |Marilyn no Richmond Contra Costa |yes In favor of having Richmond switched to
Langlois same district as Albany, Berkeley, and
Oakland.
8ccosta_20110620_2 6202011 |Liz Elias no Contra Costa |yes Oppose combining Oakley, Knightsen, etc
with Stockton, Lodi and environs
8ccosta_20110620_3 6212011 |Charles F. no Concord Contra Costa |yes Object to deferring, sd7.
Carpenter
8ccosta_20110620_3 6202011 |Valerie no Oakley Contra Costa |yes Oakley belongs in contra Costa County
Castaldi
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7scruz_20110620 Santa Cruz San Lorenzo Valley, Santa no yes proximity, community
Cruz Mountain, North
Coast
7scruz_20110620 Santa Cruz, Monterey, San [Watsonville no no
Benito, Santa Clara
7scruz_20110620 Santa Cruz Davenport, Scotts Valley, no yes we live, work, eat, shop,
San Lorenzo Valley recreate in Santa Cruz,
similar culture,
8alameda_20110619 Alameda Castro Valley, Dublin, no yes socio-economic, racial
Hayward, San Leandro, demographics
Pleasonton
8ccosta_20110620 Contra Costa, Solano, Oakley River, big bridge no no
Sonoma
8ccosta_20110620_2 Contra Costa, Alameda Richmond, Albany, no yes shared demographics,
Berkeley, Oakland geographic continuity
8ccosta_20110620_2 Contra Costa Oakley, Knightsen, no no
Stockton, Lodi
8ccosta_20110620_3 Contra Costa no no
8ccosta_20110620_3 Contra Costa Oakley no no
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7scruz_20110620 s0 communities are not no thank you for your
fractured consideration
7scruz_20110620 no no common communinty
with that exclusion and
inclusion
7scruz_20110620 no dissimilar from Bay Area,
no representative access
Over the Hill
8alameda_20110619 no crude form of
gerrymandering took place
during the 2000
redistricting
8ccosta_20110620 no
8ccosta 20110620 _2 no
8ccosta_20110620_2 no Oakley, etc are
ruralsuburban with no
industry, Stockton and
Lodi are industrial areas
with different
demographics. Will
amount to lack of
representation
8ccosta_20110620_3 no arbitrary numbering
decision should not take
away representation
8ccosta_20110620_3 Have only been city for 10 no
years
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8marin_20110618 6182011 |Roger and no Santa Rosa Marin yes Keep coastal region as entire group
Linda Wilson
8marin_20110619_2 6192011 |Ken Sablik no Novato Marin yes Does not like shape of district, no strong
COl. Should not exclude Santa Rosa from
district
8napa_20110617_2 6172011 [Tom no yes No on removal of American Canyon from
McNicholas Napa County. Putting it in Sonoma and Marin
would be detrimental to Napa county
8napa_20110620_2 6202011 |Jean Hasser, |no Napa Napa yes Important for American Canyon to be in
Gerald Hasser same District as Napa County.
8sfrancisco_20110620 6202011 [Steven no San Francisco San yes San Fransciscos senate seat should receive
Spencer- Francisco an odd number so East side and district 8 do
Steigner not lose representation. Commission should
not divide Diamond Heights, Twin Peaks,
Upper Haight, Cole Valley, Western Edition
8sfrancisco 20110620 2 6212011 |Mark Scheuer |no San Francisco San yes San Fransciscos senate seat should receive
Francisco an odd number so East side and district 8 do
not lose representation. Commission should
not divide Diamond Heights, Twin Peaks,
Upper Haight, Cole Valley, Western Edition
8sfrancisco_20110620_2 6202011 [David Troup |no San Francisco San yes LGTB community should be kept together in
Francisco 13th assembly district.
8smateo_20110617 6172011 no yes Palo Alto new district looks gerrymandered

central menlo park put with san Mateo.
Menlo park should stay attached to Palo
Alto, and Atherton should go to San Mateo.
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8marin_20110618 no no
8marin_20110619_2 Marin, Sonoma Santa Rosa no yes
8napa_20110617_2 Marin, Sonoma, Napa American Canyon no no
8napa_20110620_2 Napa American Canyon no yes governments are small,
work together, mutual
concern
8sfrancisco_20110620 San Francisco San Francisco East Side, West Side yes yes LGBT communities should
not be divided
8sfrancisco_20110620_2 San Francisco San Francisco East Side West Side yes yes LGBT communities should
not be divided
8sfrancisco_20110620_2 San Francisco San Francisco 13th District yes yes LGBT community should
not be divided, social and
political interests
8smateo 20110617 San Mateo, Palo Alto Palo Alto, Menlo Park, no no

Atherton
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8marin_20110618 no My namesake came with
the gold
8marin_20110619 2 Santa Rosa is principal no
city of the area
8napa_20110617_2 integral valley no
geographically and
economically, wine
industry, housing,
warehousing,
transportation
8napa_20110620_2 no
8sfrancisco 20110620 no
8sfrancisco 20110620 2 no to deprive many from
having a senator for two
years is not good
government
8sfrancisco 20110620 2 no
8smateo_20110617 contiguous land area no appears to favor anna
eshoo, so as not to
compete with Jackie
Speier
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8solano_20110617 6172011 |Lindsey yes Solano County Fairfield Solano yes Border between Napa and ECC crosses
McWilliams, Napa-Solano border south to a PG and S
Assistant easement. Then Continues SSE to Fairfield.
Registrar of Should Go south on suisun valley road to
Voters Fairfield, follow city limits west to Green
Valley rd to add 315 people
8solano_20110620 6202011 |Amit Nischal |no American Canyon Napa yes American Canyon should be in Napa county,
not Solana County. Traffic issues face hwy
29.
8sonoma_20110618_2 6182011 [Marjorie Stein |no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Santa Rosa should not be cut off from
Sonoma County and the north coast. Little in
common with Glenn, Colusa, sutter, Yuba,
Yola counties.
8sonoma_20110618_2 6182011 [Nicholas no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Santa rosa does not belong with the valley.
Xenelis Should be with north bay.
8sonoma_20110618_2 6182011 [Carol Williams|no Cotati Sonoma yes Santa Roma is hub of sonoma county and its
COl is in North Bay area of Marin and
Sonoma. Should not be placed with district
up to Yuba County.
8sonoma_20110618_2 6182011 |George no yes Unfair to link Santa Rosa with Sacramento
Valley. Santa Rosa, Sonoma County values
are not shared there.
8sonoma_20110618_2 6182011 [Jennie Orvino |no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Santa Rosa should not be cut off from

Sonoma County and the north coast. Little in
common with Glenn, Colusa, sutter, Yuba,
Yola counties.
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8solano_20110617 Napa, Solano Napa, Fairfield PGS transmission line no no
easement, Green Valley
Road, Suisun Valley Road,
Rockville Road
8solano_20110620 Napa, Solano American Canyon hwy 29 no no
8sonoma_20110618_2 Sonoma, Glenn, Colusa, |Santa Rosa no no
Sutter, Yuba, yolo
8sonoma_20110618_2 Sonoma, Glenn, Colusa, |Santa Rosa no yes With North Bay russian
Sutter, Yuba, yolo river, coastal preservation,
SF bay, wine, organic
gardening, smart rail,
thinking and outlook
8sonoma_20110618_2 Sonoma, Marin, Yuba Santa Rosa no yes With Marin and Sonoma
8sonoma_20110618_2 Sonoma, Santa Rosa, Sacramento no no
Valley
8sonoma_20110618_2 Sonoma Glenn, Colusa, Santa Rosa no no

Sutter, Yuba, yolo
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8solano_20110617 adds 315 people no attached map
8solano_20110620 traffic issues, other no
8sonoma_20110618_2 no Valley is big agriculture, same problems in
conservative, rural. Santa |communities of color in LA
Rosa is small, sustainable,
organic, liberal
8sonoma_20110618_2 no Valley is big agriculture,
conservative, rural. Santa
Rosa is small, sustainable,
organic, liberal
8sonoma_20110618 2 no
8sonoma_20110618_2 no not shared values
8sonoma_20110618_2 no
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8sonoma_20110618_2 6182011 |Cathleen no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Santa Rosa should not be moved out of the
Caffrey North Coast Counties
8sonoma_20110618_2 6182011 |Keiht Bouldin |no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Santa rosa should not be included with
inland Counties of Glenn, colusa, Sutter,
Yuba and Yolo.
8sonoma_20110618_2 6182011 |Shirley no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Santa Rosa should not be cut off from
Simone Sonoma County and the north coast. Little in
common with Glenn, Colusa, sutter, Yuba,
Yola counties.
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Ami Cooper |no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole for congress
redistricting. Newhall Area does not maich
with San Fernando Valley and City of LA
4langeles 20110620 _5 6202011 |John Dortch  |no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita whole
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Michael no Pasadena Los Angeles |yes Likes that Pasadena is in Assembly district
DelLeeuw with Burbank and Glendale. Do not listen to
those who say to cut out Glendale and
Burbank and include cities along 210
freeway instead. Does not like that you cut
Pasadena in half.
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 [John Dortch |no Los Angeles |yes Nest Santa Clarita Valley with East Ventura
county in a senate seat
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Gaynor no Los Angeles |yes Moved from San Fernando Valley, does not
Grubbs want to be considered part of it again
4langeles_20110620_5 6212011 |Bonnie Hood |no Los Angeles |yes Do not split Santa Clarita, add Newhall to
Antelope Valley-Santa Clara Valley district
4langeles_20110620_5 6212011 |Barbara no Los Angeles |yes Thanks for keeping Long Beach a complete
Shoag City
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8sonoma_20110618_2 Sonoma Santra Rosa no no
8sonoma_20110618_2 Sonoma, Glenn, colusa, Santa Rosa, North Bay no no
Sutter, Yuba and Yolo.
8sonoma_20110618_2 Sonoma, Glenn, colusa, Santa Rosa no no
Sutter, Yuba and Yolo.
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall, no no
San Fernando Valley, Los
Angeles
4langeles 20110620 5 Los Angeles Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Pasadena, Burbank, 210 freeway no yes similar populations,
Glendale, middlde and working class
4langeles_20110620_5 East Ventura Santa Clarita Valley no no
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles San Fernando Valley no no
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no no
4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Long Beach no no
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8sonoma_20110618_2 no gerrymandering, puts Sant [this isnt democracy, this is
Rosa voters in a more tyranny
conservative area where
their votes wont count
8sonoma_20110618_2 no
8sonoma_20110618 2 no
4langeles_20110620_5 no Thank you
4langeles 20110620 5 no
4langeles_20110620_5 no Do not listen to politicians
who are invested in
keeping safe districts for
incumbents
4langeles_20110620_5 no
4langeles_20110620_5 no in 1989
4langeles_20110620_5 no
4langeles_20110620_5 no
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4langeles_20110620_5 6212011 |Cris Hughes |no Lake View Terrace Los Angeles |yes Prefers Lake view Terrace to be in CD2
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Richard yes Peninsula Verde HOA |Rancho Palos Verdes Los Angeles |yes Supports boundary proposals for south bay,
Brunner, needs representative boundary with like
President communities
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Dara Pettinato |no Santa Clarita Valley Los Angeles |yes Wants Santa clarita Valley to be kept as one
entity.
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 [Harry Knafla |no Los Angeles |yes Keep all of SCV in antelope Valley- Santa
Clarita Valley district
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 |Alexandre yes School Board of Hawthorne Los Angeles |yes Do not separate Hawthorne from Inglewood,
Montiero, Hawthorne Lawndale, Gardena, Lenox. All part of
member Centinela Valley Area.
(duplicate)
4langeles_20110620_5 6202011 [Naomi no Los Angeles |yes Do not split Santa Clarita, add Newhall to
Carmona- Antelope Valley-Santa Clara Valley district
Morshead
8sonoma_20110619_2 6192011 |Sonia Taylor |no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Santa Rosa should not be thrown away from
the COls in Sonoma County.
8sonoma_20110619_2 6192011 |Barbara Baer |no Forestville Sonoma yes Appalling that Santa Rosa might be cut from
the county.
8sonoma_20110619_2 6192011 [Nancy King, |no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Santa rosa should not be redistricted to
R.N. Glenn, Colusa, Sutter, Yuba, Yolo
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4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Lake View Terrace no no

4langeles_20110620_5 Los angeles Racho Palos Verdes no no

4langeles_20110620_5 Los angeles Santa Clarita Valley no yes love of ideals represented
in the community

4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Santa Clarita Valley no no

4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Hawthorne, Gardena, no yes values, demographics,

Centinela Valley, medical services, youth,
Inglewood safety, law enforcement,

school district, LAX-los
angeles airport

4langeles_20110620_5 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no no

8sonoma_20110619_2 Sonoma Santa Rosa no yes Santa Rosa is COIl with water reuse program
Sonoma russian river
watershied, wastewater
reuse program,

8sonoma_20110619_2 Sonoma Santa Rosa no yes Santa Rosa is COIl with hi-tech, wine, organic
Sonoma county agriculture products
newspapers, websites,
interest groups, hi-tech
creativity,

8sonoma_20110619 2 Sonoma, Glenn, Colusa, |Santa Rosa no no

Yuba, Yolo
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4langeles_20110620_5 no deserves councilmember
who is responsive to
concerns, knowledgable,
and has passion for
concerns of people being
served
4langeles_20110620_5 no thank you for efforts
4langeles_20110620_5 no thank you
4langeles_20110620_5 no
4langeles_20110620_5 no Thank You
4langeles_20110620_5 no
8sonoma_20110619 2 no No relationship with Lodi
through San Joaquin
Valley
8sonoma_20110619_2 transportation, schools, no not aquainted with other
entertainments, housing, parts of Northern california
job recovery
8sonoma_20110619_2 no Sonoma county is quite
populated and very urban
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8sonoma_20110620_2 6202011 |Attila Nagy no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Should not cut off Santa Rosa from 6th
Congressional District, as Santa Rosa is
County seat of Sonoma County, integral part
of North Bay.
8sonoma_20110620 3 6202011 [Nicole no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Exclusion of Santa Rosa from SonomaMarin
Roberts district is appaling. Nothing in common with
Glenn, Colusa, Sutter, Yuba, or Yolo
counties.
8sonoma_20110620 3 6202011 |Angela Savelli |no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Exclusion of Santa Rosa from SonomaMarin
(duplicate) district is appaling. Nothing in common with
Glenn, Colusa, Sutter, Yuba, or Yolo
counties.
8sonoma_20110620_3 6202011 |Kathy Roberts |no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Exclusion of Santa Rosa from SonomaMarin
district is appaling. Nothing in common with
Glenn, Colusa, Sutter, Yuba, or Yolo
counties.
8sonoma_20110620 3 6202011 [Eleanor no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Exclusion of Santa Rosa from SonomaMarin
Rimkeit district is appaling. Nothing in common with
Glenn, Colusa, Sutter, Yuba, or Yolo
counties.
8sonoma_20110620_3 6202011 [|Wade Roberts|no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Exclusion of Santa Rosa from SonomaMarin

district is appaling. Nothing in common with
Glenn, Colusa, Sutter, Yuba, or Yolo
counties.
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8sonoma_20110620_2 Sonoma, Marin Santa Rosa 101 corridor no yes county seat, urban hub
8sonoma 20110620 3 Sonoma, Glenn, Colusa, |Santa Rosa no no
Sutter, Yuba, Yolo
8sonoma_20110620 3 Sonoma, Glenn, Colusa, |Santa Rosa no no
Sutter, Yuba, Yolo
8sonoma_20110620 3 Sonoma, Glenn, Colusa, |Santa Rosa no no
Sutter, Yuba, Yolo
8sonoma_20110620 3 Sonoma, Glenn, Colusa, |Santa Rosa no no
Sutter, Yuba, Yolo
8sonoma_20110620 3 Sonoma, Glenn, Colusa, |Santa Rosa no no

Sutter, Yuba, Yolo
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8sonoma_20110620_2

no

marin is not integral, nor
smaller towns north of
santa rosa

8sonoma 20110620 3

no

Valley is big agriculture,
conservative, rural, Santa
Rosa is; small sustainable,
organic, liberal. Will
disenfranchise voters.

8sonoma_20110620_3

no

Valley is big agriculture,
conservative, rural, Santa
Rosa is; small sustainable,
organic, liberal. Will
disenfranchise voters.

8sonoma_20110620_3

no

Valley is big agriculture,
conservative, rural, Santa
Rosa is; small sustainable,
organic, liberal. Will
disenfranchise voters.

8sonoma_20110620_3

no

Valley is big agriculture,
conservative, rural, Santa
Rosa is; small sustainable,
organic, liberal. Will
disenfranchise voters.

8sonoma_20110620_3

no

Valley is big agriculture,
conservative, rural, Santa
Rosa is; small sustainable,
organic, liberal. Will
disenfranchise voters.
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9dnorte_20110620_2 6202011 |Felice Pace |no Klamath Del Norte yes Keep coastal counties together on the North
Coast.
9dnorte_20110620_3 6202011 |Scott R. no Crescent City Del Norte yes Del Norte belongs in coastal district that will
Johnson extend from Oregon County line down to
santa rosa.
9humboldt_20110620 6202011 |Gary Todoroff |no Humboldt yes Urban areas of Eureka and district should
not be aligned with rural North Coast CA.
9mendocino_20110620 6202011 [Joel Chaban |no Gualala, CA Mendocino |yes Support lines drawn for North Coastal
District. Western Siskiyou are coastal
community. Coastal communities have a lot
in common
9modoc_20110618 6182011 [Judith Mason |no yes Region 9 is close to 45 percent of state, so
half of state had no representation. Meeting
should be in Redding, 2.75 hours from
Modoc
9nevada_20110619 6192011 |Olivia Diaz no Cascade Shores Nevada yes Cascade Shores should not be split down
the middle.
9nevada_20110620 6202011 |Curtis L. no Nevada yes Sliver of Nevada county should be changed
Walker to use the Nevada county line
9sacramento_20110620_2 6152011 |Kevin yes City of Sacramento Sacramento Sacramento |yes Eastern portion of Sacramento should not be
McCarty, seperated from city in maps.

councilmembe
r District 6 and
steve Cohn,
Councilmemb
er, District 3
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9dnorte_20110620_2 Del Norte North Coast 101 corridor no yes rivers for salmon and
steelhead, favor ocean
and shoreline protection,
harbors, redwoods, 101
corridor, shopping

9dnorte_20110620_3 Del Norte Del Norte, Santa Rosa, no yes fishing community, most

Oregon productive harbor on North

Coast. Align Delnorte
county with other coastal
counties.

9humboldt_20110620 Humboldt North Coast no no

9mendocino_20110620 Mendocino Western no yes rivers, shoreline

Siskiyou protection, harbors,

redwood parks, 101
corridor

9modoc_20110618 Modoc Redding, Modoc no no

9nevada_20110619 Nevada Nevada City, Cascade no yes no longer has a polling

Shores place
9nevada_ 20110620 Nevada no no
9sacramento_20110620_2 Sacramento Sacramento yes yes historical ties, school business activity,

boundaries

economic development,
higher education
opportunities,
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9dnorte_20110620_2 no

9dnorte_20110620_3 no

9humboldt_20110620 no urban v. rural does not like big city
interests dominating

9mendocino_20110620 shopping, culture, no

9modoc_20110618 no

9nevada_ 20110619 no

9nevada_20110620 no otherwise great job

9sacramento_20110620_2 hospital synergy, no thank you in advance

connectivity
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9sacramento_20110620_2 6152011 |Jerry Vorpahl, |yes Power Inn Alliance Sacramento Sacramento |yes Eastern portion of sacramento should not be
CEO seperated.
9siskiyou_20110617_2 6172011 |Sharon no Siskiyou yes Objects to split of Siskiyou County.
Ollmann
9siskiyou 20110620 6202011 |Rebecca no Siskiyou yes People of Scott Valley support Yreka and
Phillipe Siskiyou county. Yreka and Scott Vally are
inland, close to I-5. Eureka is coastal
9siskiyou_20110620 6202011 |Domenic and |no Yreka Siskiyou yes Siskiyou should not be split. Interests lie with
Joan Favero Modoc, Lassen Plumas, and Sierra counties
9siskiyou_20110620 6202011 |Rebecca no Siskiyou yes Scott valley of siskiyou does not belong in
Phillipe coastal district
9sjoaquin_20110617 6172011 |Joseph C. no Acampo San Joaquin |yes Lodi should not be in district that includes
Hohenrieder Yola, Napa, Marin, and Solano counties. Lodi
should be kept in a single district.
9sjoaquin_20110617 6172011 |Lani Eklund |yes Chair of Lockeford Lockeford San Joaquin |yes Lodi and Lockeford should not be in the
Municipal Advisory same district as Yola, Napa, Marin, and
Council Solano counties.
9sjoaquin_20110620 6212011 |Joseph no yes Lodi needs to be mapped with San Joaquin
Valente and Sacramento county, not others.
9sjoaquin_20110620 6202011 |Virginia A. no Lodi San Joaquin |yes Lodi should not be in district with Yola, Napa,
Higgs Marin, and Solano counties. It should be with
San Joaquin county
9sjoaquin_20110620_2 6202011 |Carol Elliot no Lodi San Joaquin |yes Lodi should not be in district with Yola, Napa,
Marin, and Solano counties. It should be with
San Joaquin county
9sjoaquin_20110620_2 6182011 |Elizabeth no Lodi San Joaquin |yes Lodi should not be in district with Yola, Napa,
Youngman- Marin, and Solano counties. It should be with
Westphal San Joaquin county

Page 406



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
9sacramento_20110620_2 Sacramento sacramento yes yes historic, neighborhood
associations, BIDs, school
boundaries, CSUS, med
center
9siskiyou 20110617 2 Siskiyou no yes schools, fire districts,
interests, and support
9siskiyou_20110620 Siskiyou Yreka, Scott Valley, Eurekall-5 no no
9siskiyou_20110620 Siskiyou, Modoc, Lassen, [Yreka no yes rural
Plumas, Sierra
9siskiyou_20110620 Siskiyou Scot Valley no no
9sjoaquin_20110617 San Joaquin, Yolo, Napa, |Lodi no no
Marin, Solano
9sjoaquin_20110617 San Joaquin, Yolo, Napa, [Lodi, Lockeford no no
Marin, Solano
9sjoaquin_20110620 San Joaquin, Sacramento |Lodi no yes share agriculture, school
districts, fairs,
newspapers, fund raising
for youth programs, law
and fire,
9sjoaquin_20110620 Yolo, Napa, Marin, Solano, |Lodi no no
San Joaquin
9sjoaquin_20110620_2 Yolo, Napa, Marin, Solano, |Lodi no no
San Joaquin
9sjoaquin_20110620_2 Yolo, Napa, Marin, Solano, |Lodi no no

San Joaquin
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9sacramento_20110620 2 no
Osiskiyou 20110617 2 no
9siskiyou 20110620 no
9siskiyou_20110620 no
9siskiyou 20110620 no nothing in common with
coast
9sjoaquin_20110617 no Lodi needs own poltical
voice
9sjoaquin_20110617 no geographical delineatons
9sjoaquin_20110620 no
9sjoaquin_20110620 no Maybe Tracy for split thank you for your time
9sjoaquin_20110620_2 no Maybe Tracy for split
9sjoaquin_20110620_2 no Maybe Tracy for split attached map
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9sjoaquin_20110620_2 6202011 |Kurt Kautz, yes Bear Creek Winery Lodi San Joaquin |yes Lodi should not be in district with Yola, Napa,
Managing Marin, and Solano counties. It should be with
Member San Joaguin county
9sjoaquin_20110620_2 6202011 |Donna Rowe |no Lodi San Joaquin |yes Lodi should not be in district with Yola, Napa,
Marin, and Solano counties. It should be with
San Joaquin county
9sjoaquin_20110620_2 6202011 |William L. no Lodi San Joaquin |yes Lodi should not be in district with Yola, Napa,
Rowe, Jr Marin, and Solano counties. It should be with
San Joaquin county
9sjoaquin_20110620_2 6202011 |Craig Rous no Lodi San Joaquin |yes Lodi should not be in district with Yola, Napa,
Marin, and Solano counties. It should be with
San Joaquin county
9tehema_20110620 6202011 |Stephen yes Corning City, Manager |Corning City Tehema yes appreciates leaving representation
Kimbrough unchanged.sees community of interest with
counties represented along with Corning
Otrinity_20110617 6172011 |Valerie no Trinity Center Trinity yes Santa Rosa should not be cut out of Marin
Eisman and Sonoma, as it is contiguous and a COI
9trinity_20110620 6202011 |Al Saxton no Trinity yes Oppose moving Trinity County to the coast.
Most of the county deals with Shasta County
businesses
20110618 _2 6182011 [Carole no Belmont San Mateo |no
Robinson
20110618_2 6182011 |Marcia no Santa Cruz |yes Needs Last chance road and swanton to be
Mcdougal in same district
20110618_2 6182011 |Geri Kenyon, |no Topanga Los Angeles |yes Keep desert and ocean communities
M.S., L.E.P separate, such as Malibu, Topanga, Santa

monica, pacific palisades.
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9sjoaquin_20110620_2 Yolo, Napa, Marin, Solano, |Lodi no no
San Joaquin
9sjoaquin_20110620_2 Yolo, Napa, Marin, Solano, |Lodi no no
San Joaquin
9sjoaquin_20110620_2 Yolo, Napa, Marin, Solano, |Lodi no no
San Joaquin
9sjoaquin_20110620_2 Yolo, Napa, Marin, Solano, |Lodi no no
San Joaquin
9tehema_20110620 Tehema Corning no no
Otrinity_20110617 Trinity, Marin, Sonoma Santa Rosa, no yes Neighboring urban county
9trinity_20110620 Shasta, Trinity no yes with Shasta and central buisness
Valley shopping, medical
care, legal representation
20110618 2 no no
20110618 _2 Santa Cruz Swanton last chance road no no
20110618 _2 Malibu, topanga, santa no yes oceans with oceans,

monica, pacific palisades

deserts with deserts
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9sjoaquin_20110620_2 no Maybe Tracy for split
9sjoaquin_20110620_2 no Maybe Tracy for split
9sjoaquin_20110620_2 no Maybe Tracy for split
9sjoaquin_20110620_2 no Maybe Tracy for split
9tehema_20110620 no put communities on you
map
Otrinity_20110617 no Santa rosa and trinity are
very different politically.
Trinity is far too republican
to include Santa Rosa.
9trinity_20110620 no Coast is too far
20110618_2 no Wikipedia entry for
gerrymandering. Their
wonderful friend has a plan
20110618_2 school and fire dept will no Do not be a sell out
lose out
20110618_2 education, special needs no public education
children
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20110618 2 6182011 |Glenn no San Carlos San Mateo [no
Gelineau
20110619 6192011 [Judy Miller no no
20110620 6192011 |Jennifer no San Diego San Diego  |no
20110620 6202011 [Maureen no Santa Paula Ventura no
Coughlin
20110620_2 6202011 |Eugene Lee |yes APALC no
20110620_2 6202011 |Rosalind Gold |yes NALEO Los Angeles Los Angeles |no
(duplicate)
20110620_2 6202011 |Rosalind Gold |yes NALEO Los Angeles Los Angeles |no
(duplicate)
20110620_2 6202011 [Casey Scott, |no yes More work needs to be done to avoid
RCE splitting counties like Glenn and Siskiyou.
Marin and Sonoma should be joined.
Remainder of sonoma with Del Norte,
Humbolt, Trinity, Menodino, Lake, Napa.
Interstate 5505 counties, and combine
Northeastern
20110620_2 6202011 |Jim Wright no San Jose Santa Clara |no
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20110618 2 no no
20110619 no no
20110620 no no
20110620 no no
20110620 2 no no
20110620 2 no no
20110620 2 no no
20110620 _2 Glenn, Siskiyou, Marin, Del 505, no yes many
Norte, Humbolt, Trinity,
Menodino, Lake, Napa,
Sonoma
20110620 2 no no
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Non-COl-based
Comment

Comment on
Commission Process

20110618_2

no

Redistricting is failing
miserably, recommends
using county lines and zip
codes

20110619

no

Some people are still
playing blame game and
crying in beer.

20110620

no

Regions are more
contiguous. Thank you

20110620

no

How can we receive fair
divisions?

20110620_2

no

Associates itself with
attached letter about
closing times.

20110620_2

no

Attached a letter

20110620_2

no

Puts forth ideas and
concerns about the
inflexible closing time of
the public input heating.

20110620_2

no

Includes detailed maps

20110620_2

no

Determine how census
has counted temporary
residents like student,
military, prisons
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CCAG_20110614 6142011 |Robert Bacon |no no
RN
CSCFR_20110608 682011 Stacie Anne |no Newhall Los Angeles [no
Gereb
CSCFR_20110610 6102011 |Sharon Custer|no Westlake Village Ventura no
CSCFR_20110610 6102011 |Diana no Thousand Oaks Ventura no
Philbrook
CSCFR_20110611 6112011 |Phyllis no Thousand Oaks Ventura no
Melampy
CSCFR_20110611 6112011 [|Jean Lambert |no Thousand Oaks Ventura no
CSCFR_20110617 6172011 [Lisa Lehman |no Valencia Los Angeles [no
CSCFR_20110618 6182011 |Mrs. Bonnie |no Canyon Country Los Angeles [no
Hood
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CCAG_20110614 no no
CSCFR 20110608 no no
CSCFR_20110610 no no
CSCFR_20110610 no no
CSCFR_20110611 no no
CSCFR_20110611 no no
CSCFR_20110617 no no
CSCFR_20110618 no no
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CCAG_20110614

no

Supports all Bay Area
Maps submitted by
Coalifornia Conservative
Action Group

CSCFR 20110608

no

Supports maps proposed
by Coalition of Suburban
Communities for Fair
Representation

CSCFR_20110610

no

Supports maps proposed
by Coalition of Suburban
Communities for Fair
Representation

CSCFR_20110610

no

Supports maps proposed
by Coalition of Suburban
Communities for Fair
Representation

CSCFR_20110611

no

Supports maps proposed
by Coalition of Suburban
Communities for Fair
Representation

CSCFR_20110611

no

Supports maps proposed
by Coalition of Suburban
Communities for Fair
Representation

CSCFR_20110617

no

Supports maps proposed
by Coalition of Suburban
Communities for Fair
Representation

CSCFR_20110618

no

Supports maps proposed
by Coalition of Suburban
Communities for Fair
Representation
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CSCFR_20110618 6182011 |Roberta Marie |no Canyon Country Los Angeles [no
Johnson
4langeles_20110621_1 6212011 |Erik no Pasadena Los Angeles |yes Include Eastern San Gabriel mountains in
Counseller the district of those south of them.lts
important for people of Rancho Cucamonga
to get a say in their mountains
4langeles_20110621_1 6212011 [Henry no yes Do not split city of Santa Clarita into two
Nivichanov separate congressional districts.Instead, add
the community of Newhall into the Antelope
Valley-Santa Clarita valley district.
4langeles_20110621_1 6212011 [William no San Pedro Los Angeles |yes Hawthorne and Lawndale should be in our
Oberholzer district because they are a part of our
community. Exclude Venice and Santa
Monica.
4langeles_20110621_2 6142011 |Luis Marquez |yes City Council(mayor) Downey Los angeles |yes entirety of Downey should remain in one
congressional district.current plan violates
integrity of Downey, splitting up two city
council districts.Plan ignores Rio HondoSan
Gabriel Rivers and I-710,1-605 Freeways
which are natural WE boundaries of city.
4langeles_20110621_2 6172011 |Jack Scott yes City Council(past Altadena Los Angeles |yes Do not split Pasadena and Altadena in

assembly member)

assembly districts.Altadena shares common
interests with Pasadena.Keep them together
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CSCFR_20110618 no no
4langeles 20110621 1 Los Angeles Pasadena,Rancho no no
Cucamonga
4langeles_20110621_1 Los Angeles Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110621_1 Los Angeles San Pedro, no no
Torrance,Venice, Santa
Monica
4langeles_20110621_2 Los Angeles Downey Interstate 5, 605, 710, 105 [no yes police, fire, water, unified
Freeways.Rio Hondo and school district.city
San Gabriel Rivers. enclosed by
4langeles_20110621_2 Los Angeles Pasadena, Altadena no yes shared school

district. Commercially and
culturally connected.
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CSCFR_20110618 no Supports maps proposed
by Coalition of Suburban
Communities for Fair
Representation
4langeles 20110621 1 no
4langeles_20110621_1 no
4langeles_20110621_1 no
4langeles_20110621_2 current plan violates [no
commissions own
stated principles.
4langeles_20110621_2 no They have been in the

same district for a long
time. Keep it that way.
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4langeles_20110621_2

6152011

Don Kendrick

yes

City Council(mayor)

La Verne

Los Angeles

yes

Do not split La Verne into two congressional
districts as is proposed.having one
representative works better for La
Verne.Proposed boundary would divide
community.Interstate 210 should not create
barrier between northsouth.

4langeles_20110621_2

6142011

Steve Tye

yes

City Council(mayor)

City of Diamond Bar

Los Angeles

yes

Do not group Pasadena and Diamond
Bar.Very different
socially,economically.Grouping them will
affect funding for projects in Diamond Bar.

4langeles_20110621_2

6162011

Janet B.
Averill

yes

Board of Trustees of
the Lowell Joint School
District

Los Angeles

yes

Include La Habra Heights in the proposed
Los Angeles Country Congressional district
including Whittier, La Miranda.Shared COI
interests.

4langeles_20110621_2

6212011

John G.
Powers

yes

City Council

La Habra Heights

Los Angeles

yes

La Habra Heights interests not in line with
Majority of Cities in proposed congressional
district.La Habra should be with Los Angeles
county cities whom we share challenges.

4langeles_20110621_topanga

6212011

Adam Scott

no

Topanga

Los Angeles

yes

Do not separate Topanga from West side-
Santa Monica district and join with Santa
Clarita, with whom Topanga has no common
interest.Proposal of senate district noted
Santa Monica MountainsBay-west side.

4langeles_20110621_topanga

6212011

Tina Ilvanov

no

Topanga

Los Angeles

yes

Do not separate Topanga from West side-
Santa Monica district and join with Santa
Clarita, with whom Topanga has no common
interest.Proposal of senate district noted
Santa Monica MountainsBay-west side.
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4langeles_20110621_2 Los Angeles La Verne Interstate 210. no yes pride in being one small
community.all elected
officials serve whole
community.
4langeles_20110621_2 Los Angeles Pasadena,Diamond no no
Bar,Alhambra,Monterey
Park,Chino
Hills,Brea,Yorba
Linda,Walnut,Fullerton,
Rowland Heights.
4langeles_20110621_2 Los Angeles La Habra Heights, no yes Lowell joint school district
Whittier,La Miranda, shared.
Downey.
4langeles_20110621_2 Los Angeles La Miranda, La Habra no yes Been involved with city
Heights, Downy,Whittier council of other L.A.
cities.similar needs.
4langeles_20110621_topanga [Los Angeles Topanga,Calabasas,Santa |Santa Monica Mountains  [no no
Clarita
4langeles_20110621_topanga |los Angeles Topanga,Calabasas,Santa |Santa Monica Mountains  [no no

Clarita
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4langeles_20110621_2 no
4langeles_20110621_2 no Assembly and senate
districts look fine.
4langeles_20110621_2 no should share
congressman
4langeles_20110621_2 no state assembly and senate
district first drafts look
good.
4langeles_20110621_topanga no Good job on assembly
districts.
4langeles_20110621_topanga no Good job on assembly
districts.
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4langeles_20110621_topanga

6212011

Cynthia Scott

no

Topanga

Los Angeles

yes

Do not separate Topanga from West side-
Santa Monica district and join with Santa
Clarita, with whom Topanga has no common
interest.Proposal of senate district noted
Santa Monica MountainsBay-west side.

4langeles_20110621_topanga

6212011

Catherine
McClenahan

no

Topanga

Los Angeles

yes

Do not separate Topanga from West side-
Santa Monica district and join with Santa
Clarita, with whom Topanga has no common
interest.Proposal of senate district noted
Santa Monica MountainsBay-west side.

4langeles_20110621_topanga

6212011

William
Douglass

no

Topanga

Los Angeles

yes

Do not separate Topanga from West side-
Santa Monica district and join with Santa
Clarita, with whom Topanga has no common
interest.Proposal of senate district noted
Santa Monica MountainsBay-west side.

4langeles_20110621_topanga

6212011

Peter Anton

no

Topanga

Los Angeles

yes

Do not separate Topanga from West side-
Santa Monica district and join with Santa
Clarita, with whom Topanga has no common
interest.Proposal of senate district noted
Santa Monica MountainsBay-west side.

4langeles_20110621_topanga

6212011

Kelly
Constantine

no

Topanga

Los Angeles

yes

Do not separate Topanga from West side-
Santa Monica district and join with Santa
Clarita, with whom Topanga has no common
interest.Proposal of senate district noted
Santa Monica MountainsBay-west side.
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4langeles_20110621_topanga [Los Angeles Topanga,Calabasas,Santa |Santa Monica Mountains  |[no no
Clarita
4langeles_20110621_topanga [Los Angeles Topanga,Calabasas,Santa |Santa Monica Mountains  [no no
Clarita
4langeles_20110621_topanga [Los Angeles Topanga,Calabasas,Santa |Santa Monica Mountains  [no no
Clarita
4langeles_20110621_topanga [Los Angeles Topanga,Calabasas,Santa |Santa Monica Mountains  [no no
Clarita
4langeles_20110621_topanga [Los Angeles Topanga,Calabasas,Santa |Santa Monica Mountains  [no no

Clarita
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4langeles_20110621_topanga no Good job on assembly
districts.
4langeles_20110621_topanga no Good job on assembly
districts.
4langeles_20110621_topanga no Good job on assembly
districts.
4langeles_20110621_topanga no Good job on assembly
districts.
4langeles_20110621_topanga no Good job on assembly
districts.
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4langeles_20110621_topanga

6212011

Abby Gilad

no

Topanga

Los Angeles

yes

Do not separate Topanga from West side-
Santa Monica district and join with Santa
Clarita, with whom Topanga has no common
interest.Proposal of senate district noted
Santa Monica MountainsBay-west side.

4langeles_20110622

6222011

B.J. Atkins

no

yes

Keep Santa Clarita Valley whole. Do not split
into two separate congressional districts.Add
community of Newhall into Antelope Valley-
Santa Clarita Valley congressional district.

4langeles_20110622

6222011

Hadley
Rierson

no

yes

Keep Hollywoods together.Keep
communities touching Griffith Park in one
assembly district.Including Atwater
Village,Silver LakeCommunities share many
things

4langeles_20110622

6222011

Thaddeus
Wadleigh

no

Topanga

Los Angeles

yes

Do not group Topanga with Santa Clarita. No
similar interests.Redistrict Topanga with the
Westside.Shared interests there.

4langeles_20110622

6222011

Richard B.
Winslow

no

Topanga

Los Angeles

yes

Do not group Topanga with Santa Clarita. No
commonalities with it. Group Topanga into
West side-Santa Monica Mountains district
instead. Topanga shares Westwood
village,Santa Monica interests.

4langeles_20110622

6222011

Bill Hopkins

yes

North Neighborhood
Council

yes

Dont split Granada Hills or the North
Neighborhood Council.Instead, use the 5
FWY until it joins the 405 as a new boundary

4langeles_20110622

6222011

Sue Mansis

no

Shadow Hills

Los Angeles

yes

Keep District as is.lines should include
sunlandtujungaShadow HillsLakeview
TerraceGlendaleLa Crescenta.Shared
interests with these places.
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4langeles_20110621_topanga [Los Angeles Topanga,Calabasas,Santa |Santa Monica Mountains  |[no no
Clarita
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no no
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Atwater Village,Silver no yes all share History, employment patterns, key
Lake,Los Feliz,Hollywood culture,shopping industries,state issues
Hills,Hollywood
Proper,Burbank
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Santa Clarita,Woodland no no
Hills, Calabasas
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Topanga,Westwood no yes Shopping, work,political
Village,Santa similarites
Monica,Santa Clarita,
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Granada Hills 5 Fwy, 405 Fwy no no
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Sunland,Tujunga,Shadow no yes neighborhood uses, socio-

Hills,Lakeview
Terrace,Glendale,La
Crescenta

economic population
needs
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4langeles_20110621_topanga no Good job on assembly

districts.

4langeles_20110622 no

4langeles_20110622 no

4langeles_20110622 no

4langeles_20110622 no

4langeles_20110622 no

4langeles_20110622 no
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4langeles_20110622 6222011 [James no yes Montebello Hills and Communities north of it
Flourney need to be with Rowemead.South San
Gabriel should be with 90640 Zip Code.For
senate district-Expand east rather than
south.
4langeles_20110622 6222011 [Sheila ONeill |no Palos Verdes Estates Los Angeles |yes return key cities removed on preliminary
OConnor maps to our district.and take the ones added
out.Venicesanta monica not part of southbay
community.Lawndale and Hawthorne
are.include hawthorne and lawndale in
CD.Remove VeniceSanta Monica.
4langeles_20110622 6222011 |Maddie no yes Do not split City of Santa Clarita into two
Stodart separate congressional districts. Add
community of Newhall into the Antelope
Valley- Santa Clarita Valley congressional
district.
4langeles_20110622 6222011 |Lani Luedde |no yes Exclude venice and santa monica areas from
the 36th district. They do not represent our
demographics
4langeles_20110622 6222011 |Lucia Affatato |no North Hollywood Los Angeles |yes Do not separate North Hollywood from rest
of Los Angeles.Communities that border
Griffith Park and hollywood must stay in one
assembly and senate district.
4langeles_20110622 6222011 |Laura no yes Do not split city of Santa Clarita into two
McMillan separate congressional districts. Please add
Community of Newhall into Antelope Valley-
Santa Clarita valley congressional district.
4langeles_20110622 6222011 |Steven Turner |no yes Keep Santa Clarita as one city. Keep
Newhall part of us.
4langeles_20110622 6222011 |Robert K. no yes Do not split up Santa Clarita. We need
Comer district to remain intact.
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4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Montebello hills in San Gabriel valley [no no
Hills,Rowemead
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Lawndale,hawthorne,lenno |405 Freeway. no no
x,wilmington,San
pedro.Venice, harbor city,
Harbor Gateway
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no no
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Venice, Santa Monica no no
4langeles_20110622 los angeles North Hollywood no yes social,cultural state issues,movie
community,parks, industry.
recreational activities
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no no
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no no
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Santa Clarita no no
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4langeles_20110622 no
4langeles_20110622 no
4langeles_20110622 no
4langeles_20110622 no
4langeles_20110622 common interests no
4langeles_20110622 no
4langeles_20110622 no
4langeles_20110622 no
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4langeles_20110622 6222011 |Teresa no Topanga Los Angeles |yes Do not put Topanga in the Santa Clarita
Penner district. Re Draw the line
4langeles_20110622 6222011 |SL no yes Please advise where Cerritos is Positioned
Wojciechowsk
i
4langeles_20110622 6222011 [Julie Levine |no Topanga Los Angeles |yes Concerned about proposed redistricting of
Topanga.Topanga has little in common with
areas in San Fernando Valley, much less
with Santa Clarita.
4langeles_20110622 6222011 |Dorothy Cole |no yes Keep city of Santa Clarita whole.Do not split
into two separate congressional districts.
Instead add community of Newhall into the
antelope valley- santa clarita valley
congressional district
4langeles_20110622 6222011 |Kenneth yes Topanga association [Topanga Los Angeles |yes Combine assembly districts of West side-
Mazur(duplicat for a scenic community Santa Monica and Thousand Oaks-Santa
e) monica into one assembly district.
4langeles_20110622 6222011 |Carol Upton |no yes instead of nesting Santa Clarita with Malibu,
Nest Santa Clarita with East Ventura
County.Camarillo,Thousand
Oaks,Moorpark,Simi Valley connected to
Santa clarita in senate seat will keep inland
valley together.
4langeles_20110622 6222011 |Karilyn Crolius |no yes Keep Santa Clarita valley whole. Do not split

city into two congressional districts. Instead,
add community of Newhall into Antelope
valley-Santa Clarita valley congressional
district
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4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Topanga no no
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles, Orange Cerritos no no
4langeles_20110622 Los angeles Topanga,Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110622 Los angeles Santa clarita, newhall no no
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Topanga, Santa Clarita no yes
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles,East ventura |Camarillo,Thousand no yes
county Oaks,Moorpark,Simi
Valley,Santa Clarita.
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no no
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4langeles_20110622 no
4langeles_20110622 no
4langeles_20110622 no
4langeles_20110622 no
4langeles_20110622 Shared interests and no West side-santa monica

challenges. and Thousand oaks- santa

monica districts are great.

4langeles_20110622 Keep The inland valleys no

together and better

represented.
4langeles_20110622 no
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4langeles_20110622

6222011

Karilyn Crolius

no

yes

Instead of nesting Santa Clarita with Malibu,
Nest Santa Clarita with East Ventura
County.Camarillo,Thousand
Oaks,Moorpark,Simi Valley connected to
Santa clarita in senate seat will keep inland
valley together.

4langeles_20110622

6222011

Josie Kelly

no

yes

Do not associate Topanga with Santa Clarita
instead of the westside.This change
endangers and damages our hope for
adegate support.

4langeles_20110622

6222011

Liz Bush

no

yes

Do not split city of Santa Clarita into two
separate congressional districts.Keep it
whole.Instead, add the community of
Newhall into the antelope valley-santa clarita
valley congressional district

4langeles_20110622

6222011

Beverly
McCalla

no

yes

Keep city of Santa Clarita whole by drawing
lines to include all of Newhall. Especially
south of Lyons Ave.Newhall has been a part
of Santa Clarita for over 30 years.

4langeles_20110622

6222011

Linda Tarnoff

no

Newhall

Los Angeles

yes

Do not split city of Santa Clarita into two
congressional districts.Newhall is different
from San Fernando Valley-
Tujunga.Seperated by mountain range.

4langeles_20110622

6222011

Stacy Sledge

no

Topanga

Los Angeles

yes

Santa Clarita Valley has no commonalities
with Topanga,Malibu,Woodland
Hills,Calabasas, Thousand Oaks.Revisit
proposal,make lines similar to 1991 and
2001 District maps.

4langeles_20110622

6222011

Eileen Daniels

no

yes

Keep Santa Clarita whole. Do not spilit it into
two districts.Add community of Newhall into
the AVSanta Clarita Valley congressional
district.
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4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles, East ventura |Camarillo,Thousand no yes
Oaks,Moorpark,Simi
Valley,Santa Clarita.
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Topanga, Santa Clarita. no yes emergency preparedness
and response, land use,
environment
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no no
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall Lyons Ave. no no
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles, San San Fernando, Tujunga, |mountains. no no
Fernando Valley Santa Clarita, Newhall
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Topango,Malibu,Woodland no yes Watershed,similar
Hills,Calabasas, Thousand interests in wildlife and
Oaks. environment(santa monica
mountains)
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no no
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4langeles_20110622 Keep The inland valleys no
together and better
represented.
4langeles_20110622 no
4langeles_20110622 no
4langeles_20110622 no
4langeles_20110622 no
4langeles_20110622 no
4langeles_20110622 no
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4langeles_20110622 6222011 [Carol Upton |no yes Do not split city of Santa Clarita into two
congressional districts.Add community of
Newhall into Antelope valley-Santa Clarita
valley congressional district.
4langeles_20110622 6222011 |William Paige |no West Los Angeles Los Angeles |yes West Los Angeles should be included with
its neighbors, santa monica,beverly
hills,westwood,brentwood.
4langeles_20110622 6222011 [Michael Lewis |no yes Do not split Granada Hills in two.Do not use
Balboa as the dividing line. Instead, continue
south on the 5 until it meets for 405
4langeles_20110622 6222011 [Alison no yes Not wise to split Granada Hills in two.Violates
Robinson integrity of town.Instead of using Balboa as
boundary line, simply continue south on the 5
until it meets the 405
4langeles 20110622 6222011 |Joanne Grosh |no yes Keep Santa Clarita Together
4langeles_20110622_topanga 6222011 [Catherine no Topanga Los Angeles |yes Combine districts of West side-santa monica
Robin mountains and Thousand oaks-santa
Rudnikoff monica mountains together as a senate
district.Do not join this area with Santa
Clarita. No common interests.Rename new
district Santa Monica Mountains-bay west
side
4langeles_20110622_topanga (6222011 (RC Brody no Topanga Los Angeles |yes Combine districts of West side-santa monica

mountains and Thousand oaks-santa
monica mountains together as a senate
district.Do not join this area with Santa
Clarita. No common interests.Rename new
district Santa Monica Mountains-bay west
side
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4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Santa Clarita,Newhall no no
4langeles 20110622 Los angeles Santa monica,beverly no no
hills,westwood,brentwood,
west los angeles
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Granada Hills Balboa, the 5, the 405 no no
4langeles_20110622 Los Angeles Granada Hills Balboa, the 5, the 405 no no
4langeles 20110622 Los Angeles Santa Clarita no no
4langeles_20110622_topanga |Los Angeles Topanga, Santa no no
Clarita,Calabasas,
4langeles_20110622_topanga |los angeles Topanga, Santa no no

Clarita,Calabasas,
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4langeles_20110622 no

4langeles 20110622 no looks like all the high
income areas are in one
district, all the low income
areas in the other.

4langeles_20110622 no

4langeles_20110622 no

4langeles 20110622 no

4langeles_20110622_topanga no

4langeles_20110622_topanga no

Page 441



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document

Date

Name of
Author

Organizational
Affiliation?

Description of
Organizational
Affiliation

City of Residence

County of
Residence

Geographic
Comment?

Summary of Geographic Comment

4langeles_20110622_topanga

6222011

Frank Harper

no

Topanga

Los Angeles

yes

Combine districts of West side-santa monica
mountains and Thousand oaks-santa
monica mountains together as a senate
district.Do not join this area with Santa
Clarita. No common interests.Rename new
district Santa Monica Mountains-bay west
side

4langeles_20110622_topanga

6222011

Ronald
Sharrin

no

Topanga

Los Angeles

yes

Combine districts of West side-santa monica
mountains and Thousand oaks-santa
monica mountains together as a senate
district.Do not join this area with Santa
Clarita. No common interests.Rename new
district Santa Monica Mountains-bay west
side

5sbarbara_ 20110615 _2

6152011

Jean and
Richard
Jacoby

no

Lompoc

Santa
Barbara

yes

Current map of new senate and assembly
districts splits Lompoc in two.This will not
provide fair and effective representation for
the city.

5sbarbara_20110616_2

6172011

Carol Benham

no

Lompoc

Santa
Barbara

yes

State assembly and senate proposed
districts for Lompoc are troubling.Splits city
in half.reconfigure maps to keep Lompoc
intact.Do not split it from Neighbors.If split,
lompoc will be in district of dissimilar
cities.non beneficial.

5sbarbara_20110621

6212011

Anthony Ayala

no

Lompoc

Santa
Barbara

yes

Do not split up Lompoc.

5sbarbara_20110621

6212011

Edith Chaney

no

Lompoc

Santa
Barbara

yes

Bisection of Lompoc into two districts is
unacceptable and inconsistent with
guidelines to keep communties intact.
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4langeles_20110622_topanga [Los Angeles Topanga, Santa no no
Clarita,Calabasas,
4langeles_20110622_topanga |los angeles Topanga, Santa no no
Clarita,Calabasas,
5sbarbara 20110615 _2 Santa Barbara Lompoc no no
5sbarbara_20110616_2 Santa Barbara Lompoc, Vandenberg no yes shopping, dining,
Village,Mission Hills, Mesa
Oaks, Santa Paula, Ojai,
Fillmore
5sbarbara_20110621 Santa Barbara Lompoc no no
5sbarbara_20110621 Santa Barbara Lompoc no no
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4langeles_20110622_topanga no
4langeles_20110622_topanga no
5sbarbara 20110615 _2 no
5sbarbara_20110616_2 must stay with surrounding no
COls
5sbarbara_20110621 no Commission is supposed
to keep cities intact, get rid
of gerrymandering for
partisan purposes.
5sbarbara_20110621 no
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5sbarbara_20110621 6212011 |Paul G. Rosso|no Lompoc Santa yes Do not split Lompoc in two.in the past,
Barbara joining lompoc with other districts has been

devastating. Dont zig zag boundary through
middle of town. Making neighbors on same
street represented by different officials.

5sbarbara_20110622 6222011 |Lisa White no Lompoc Santa yes Do not split Lompoc into two different
Barbara districts for state and federal
representation.Commissions own guidelines
say a community should not be split and
disenfranchised.

5sbarbara_20110622 6222011 [Justin no Lompoc Santa yes Splitting up Lompoc is a bad thing. We
LeCavalier Barbara deserve one voice for all of Lompoc.splitting
will make voice impossible to be heard
because of two small populations

5sbarbara_20110622 6222011 |Mary Ferris no Lompoc Santa yes Do not split Lompoc.
Barbara

Sventura_20110621 6212011 [Danielle Smith|no yes Instead of nesting Santa Clarita with Malibu,
Nest Santa Clarita with East Ventura
County.Keeping Camarillo,thousand
oaks,moorpark,simi valley connected to
Santa Clarita in senate seat will keep inland
valleys togetherrepresented.

Sventura_20110621 6212011 |Ronald Kirk  |no yes Please observe historical sanctity of East
Ventura County.Simi Valley,thousand oaks,
Moorpark, Camarillo form a coherent
community of values.Representation is
denied when districts are divided.
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Bsbarbara_20110621 Santa Barbara Lompoc,Simi Valley, Santa no no
Barbara, Thousand Oaks,
Santa Clarita.
5sbarbara_20110622 Santa Barbara Lompoc no no
5sbarbara_20110622 Santa Barbara Lompoc no no
Bsbarbara_ 20110622 Santa Barbara Lompoc no no
Sventura_20110621 East Ventura County Camarillo, thousand no yes
oaks,moorpark,simi valley,
santa clarita
Sventura_20110621 Ventura Camarillo,moorpark,thousa no no

nd oaks, simi valley
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5sbarbara_20110621 no

Bsbarbara_ 20110622 no

Bsbarbara_20110622 no

5sbarbara_20110622 no we are glad you are
making an attempt to take
past political
gerrymandering out of
redistricting.

Sventura_20110621 Keep inland populations no

together.
Sventura_20110621 no
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5ventura_20110622 6222011 [Vivian Zinn no yes Change first draft maps.Instead of nesting
Santa Clarita with Malibu,Nest it with East
Ventura County.keep camarillo,thousand
oaks,moorpark,simi valley connected to
Santa Clarita in senate seat to keep inland
valleys together and represented.
5ventura_20110622 6222011 |Vivian Zinn no yes Keep Santa Clarita Valley whole. Do not split
it into two congressional districts.Add
community of newhall into antelope valley-
santa clarita CD
Sventura_20110622 6222011 |Roy Talley no yes Simi Valley and Moorpark have nothing in
common with Santa Clarita.These
communities need to stay with Ventura
County.
6kern 20110621 2 6162011 [Howard no Ridgecrest Kern no
6kern_20110622 6222011 |Deborah no Ridgecrest Kern yes Keep Ridgecrest in Kern County.We need
Corlett our current representatives
6merced_20110621 6282011 |[Robin no yes Coastal area is not in tune with needs of
Westrope Central Valley. They do not understand
agriculture requirements.Valley voice must
be heard in unison with valley constituents,
not coastal who are liberal.Valley inhabitants
are conservative.
6merced_20110621 6212011 |Janine no Merced yes Not in favor of including coastal area within
Falasco merced voting district.different mindset than
those in agricultural area of san joaquin
valley.
6mono_20110622 6222011 [Judy King no mono no
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Sventura_20110622 ventura Camarillo,moorpark,thousa no yes
nd oaks, simi valley
Sventura_20110622 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, Newhall no no
Sventura_20110622 Los Angeles, Ventura Simi Valley, MoorPark, no no
Santa Clarita
6kern 20110621 2 no yes work
6kern_20110622 Kern Ridgecrest no no
6merced_20110621 Merced no yes Central valley needs
others with agricultural
requirements.
6merced 20110621 Merced no no
6mono_20110622 no no
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Sventura_20110622 Keep inland suburban no
valleys connected to
represent them and show
populations
Sventura_20110622 no
Sventura_20110622 no
bkern 20110621 2 no Current plans are perfect.
6kern_20110622 no
6merced_20110621 yes Merced [Coastal valley not
understanding
needs of central
valley.
6merced_20110621 yes Merced [Coastal area votes
should not be
included with
agricultural area of
san joaquin valley.
6mono_20110622 no call for input is just a cover
since you never listened to
us the last time you
redistricted.you didnt last
time.
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6stanislaus 20110621

6212011

Richard
Robinson

no

Stanislaus

yes

Do not combine Central valley area with
coastal communities.Grouping these will
lead to no representaion for either.

7sclara_20110621

6212011

Eddie Garcia

yes

Latino Leadership
Alliance

yes

Opposition to San jose assembly and senate
district plans.Do not remove segments of
east san jose and place in north alameda
county.this would remove our political voice
at state level.Instead adopt a central and
east san jose assembly district.mckee road

7sclara_20110621

6212011

Eddie Garcia

yes

Latino Leadership
alliance

yes

as northern boundary. Western boundary
use highway 87. for other boundaries avoid
creating a major drop in current ethnic
population.23rd and 28th assembly districts
should be combined to create Santa
Claramonterey county state senate district.

8alameda_20110621

6212011

Andrea
Schacter(dupli
cate)

no

yes

Do not split city of fremont into 2
congressional districts and split between split
between 2 counties, alameda and santa
clara.Fremont should be kept with newark
and union city.

8alameda_20110622

6222011

Vik Ghai

no

yes

Do not split Fremont community.keep
fremont with the tri cities and southern
alameda county.do not split fremont between
congressional and legislative districts.

8alameda_20110622

6222011

Paul

no

yes

City of Pleasanton has been split into three
parts. Please allow the city to be whole
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6stanislaus_20110621 no yes keep valley and coastal
separate. Each have
different needs
7sclara_20110621 Santa Clara San Jose no no
7sclara_20110621 Santa Clara, monterey San Jose highway 87, mckee road  |no no
county, san benito
8alameda_20110621 Alameda, Santa Clara, Fremont,Newark, Union no yes governmental business.
city. Faster action on behalf of
fremont citizens.
8alameda_20110622 Alameda Fremont no no
8alameda_20110622 Alameda Pleasanton no no
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6stanislaus 20110621 no
7sclara_20110621 no
7sclara_20110621 no
8alameda_20110621 no
8alameda_20110622 no
8alameda_20110622 no
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8ccosta 20110621

6212011

Victoria

no

yes

assign odd number to Contra Costa so that
new senator election can take place in
2012.1f we are given even number, election
will be in 2014, leaving us with two years of
no legitimate representation in senate.Do not
disenfranchise us.

8marin_20110622

6222011

Patricia and
Lewis Zuelow

no

yes

Make marin county one district or continue
combining it with Sonoma.These two
counties have a few things in common at
least.This is not true of marin and Northern
CA.Representatives would be stretched
out.situations are different.

4langeles_20110621_1

6212011

Kamran
Nikravan

no

no

4langeles_20110621_1

6212011

Carol Hunt

no

Palos Verdes

Los Angeles

yes

Hawthorne should be included in area.Not
dropped.Santa Monica should be removed
from our area. It does not fit.

4langeles_20110621_1

6212011

Michael Fuss

no

Kagel Canyon

Los Angeles

yes

Dont include with Arleta and Pacomia.
Include Kagel Canyon in a foothill community
district.Kagel has similar interests as
Burbank,La Cresenta,Sunland
Tujunga.these other foothill communities
share pro environmental concerns.

4langeles_20110621_1

6212011

Vikki Holmes

no

yes

Dont spilit city of Santa Clarita into two
separate congressional districts.Instead, add
community of Newhall into Antelope
Valleysanta Clarita Valley congressional
district.
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8ccosta_20110621 Alameda, Contra Costa no yes state funding for
education, transportation,
health and human
services, parks, water
resources
8marin_20110622 Marin, no no
4langeles_20110621_1 no no
4langeles_20110621_1 Los Angeles Santa Monica,Palos no no
Verdes,Hawthorne,
Lawndale,Inglewood,Lenno
x,Manhattan
Beach,Redondo
Beach,Torrance,Wiseburn.
4langeles_20110621_1 Los Angeles Sunland Tujunga, La no yes Shared environmental
Cresenta, Burbank. concerns
4langeles_20110621_1 Los Angeles Santa Clarita, no no

Newhall,Antelope Valley
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8ccosta 20110621 no
8marin_20110622 no
4langeles_20110621_1 no | strongly oppose the
redistricting.
4langeles_20110621_1 no the Schools special
education breakdown has
been in place for 20 years.
And lists the cities in the
district.
4langeles_20110621_1 no
4langeles_20110621_1 no
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4langeles_20110621_1

6212011

Wayde Hunter

no

yes

Using Balboa Blvd in Granada Hills as
boundary line for Santa Clarita Los Angeles
Senate districts is an error as it divides
community of Granada Hills in two,and
divides city of L.A.s 12th Council District,and
Granada Hills North Neighborhood district.

4langeles_20110621_1

6212011

Wayde Hunter

no

yes

Solution would be to continue east boundary
of Santa Clarita District.(western boundary of
San Fernando L.A. district Along the 5
Freeway to 405 Freeway, then turning west
along 118 Freeway.this would have no
impact on demographics.

4langeles_20110621_1

6212011

Jack
Simonson

no

yes

keep neighborhoods stretching from West
hollywood to Silverlake together in state
legislature districts. They belong together.

4langeles_20110621_1

6212011

Roger Klemm

no

yes

Support proposed map which keeps Sunland
and Tujunga in same district as Kagel
Canyon,Lake View Terrace,Shadow Hills,La
Tuna Canyon,La
Crescenta,Montrose,Glendale,Burbank.They
are a COl.SunlandTujunga not in Sun Valley
or Pacoima

4langeles_20110621_1

6212011

Chris

no

yes

Santa Claritas Political Representatives
should be local, from Santa Clarita, and not
part of San Fernando Valley voting populace.

7sclara_20110618

6182011

Sarah Wilson

yes

Freelance editor and |Ben Lomond
writer, Homeschool

Review

Santa Cruz

yes

Keep Felton, Ben Lomond, Brookdale,
Boulder Creek, and Bonny Doon in Santa
Cruz
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4langeles_20110621_1 no no
4langeles_20110621_1 Los Angeles. San Santa Clarita, San Eastern Boundary of Santa |no no
Fernando Fernando,Granada Hills Clarita District, 5
Freeway,405 Freeway, 118
Freeway.
4langeles_20110621_1 Los Angeles West Hollywood, Silverlake no yes Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual,
Transgender influenced
communty
4langeles_20110621_1 Los Angeles no yes Views of
mountainshills,open
space,rural lifestyles,share
desire to enjoy and
preserve area.
4langeles_20110621_1 Los Angeles Santa Clarita no no
7sclara_20110618 Santa Cruz, Monterey, San [Sunnyvale, Ben Lomond, |Highway 9 no yes

Meto

Mountain View, Saratoga,
Keep Felton, Ben Lomond,
Brookdale, Boulder Creek,
Bonny Doon
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4langeles_20110621_1 no
4langeles_20110621_1 no
4langeles_20110621_1 only way to hold this no
together is by keeping
these areas in same
district.
4langeles_20110621_1 no
4langeles_20110621_1 no
7sclara_20110618 no
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7sclara_20110621_2 6212011 [Caroline Roth |no Milpitas Santa Clara |yes Keep Milpitas in Santa Clara, not Alameda
7sclara_20110621_2 6212011 |Melanie yes Director, Community |San Jose Santa Clara |yes Keep San Jose together
Espino Education Council on
Aging Silicon Valley
7scruz_20110621 6212011 |Rebecca J. yes Trustee, Cabrillo Watsonville Santa Cruz |yes Keep Salinas and Watsonville in the same
Garcia Community College district
8alameda_20110621_2 6212011 (Bob Howe no Pleasanton Alameda yes Combine Pleasanton, Dublin, Livermore with
San Ramon, Danville, Walnut Creek
8alameda_20110621_3 6212011 [|Andrea no Fremont Alameda yes Keep Fremont with Newark and Union City
Schacter
8alameda_20110622_2 6222011 |Ann Schultz |no San Leandro Alameda yes Keep San Leandro together
8alameda_20110623 6232011 |Elissa no San Leandro Alameda yes Keep San Leandro together
Kartman
8ccosta_20110621_2 6212011 [Joanne no Martinez Contra Costa |no
Peterson
8ccosta_20110621_2 6212011 |Sasha L. no Contra Costa |yes Keep Berkeley, Oakland, Richmond together
Robinson
8ccosta_20110621_2 6212011 |Cheryll Grover |no Contra Costa |no
8ccosta_20110621_2 6212011 |Neil Janes yes Lead clerk specialist, Contra Costa |no
Contra Costa County
Conservation and
Development
8ccosta_20110622 6222011 |Greg Feer yes CEO, Contra Costa Martinez Contra Costa |no
Building and
Construction Trades
Council
8marin_20110622_2 6222011 [Patricia and no Marin yes Make Marin one district or combine with

Lewis Zuelow

Sonoma
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7sclara_20110621 2 Santa Clara, Alameda no yes
7sclara_20110621_2 Santa Clara, Alameda, San Jose no yes Shared political voice
Monterey, San Benito
7scruz_20110621 Santa Cruz Watsonville, San Jose no yes
8alameda_20110621_2 Alameda Plesanton, Dublin, no yes
Livermore, Union City,
Hayward, San Leandro
8alameda_20110621_3 Alameda Fremont, Newark, Union no yes Common interests
City
8alameda_20110622_2 Alameda San Leandro, Oakland, no yes
Berkeley
8alameda_20110623 Alameda San Leandro, Oakland no yes Unique small-city issues
8ccosta_20110621_2 Contra Costa Martinez no yes
8ccosta_20110621_2 Contra Costa Martinez, Oakland, no yes
Richmond, Berkeley
8ccosta_20110621_2 Contra Costa Martinez no yes
8ccosta_20110621_2 Contra Costa Martinez no yes
8ccosta_20110622 Contra Costa Martinez no yes
8marin_20110622_2 Marin, Sonoma no yes
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7sclara_20110621_2 no

7sclara_20110621_2 no

7scruz_20110621 no Let other Latino
populations have the same
representation we do

8alameda_20110621_2 no

8alameda_20110621_3 no

8alameda_20110622_2 no

8alameda_20110623 no

8ccosta_20110621_2 no Keep Contra Costa
Countys Senator

8ccosta_20110621_2 no

8ccosta_20110621_2 no Keep Contra Costa
Countys Senator

8ccosta_20110621_2 no Keep Contra Costa
Countys Senator

8ccosta_20110622 no Keep Contra Costa
Countys Senator

8marin_20110622_2 no
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8marin_20110622_2 6222011 |[Chris Brown |no San Rafael Marin yes Do not combine San Francisco with Marin
(duplicate)
8marin_20110622_2 6222011 |Chris W. no Marin yes District 1 Mendocino, Humboldt, Trinity, Del
Norte, Lake, western Siskiyou; District 6 Mill
Valley, Sausalito, Marin city, Tiburon, San
Rafael, Strawberry, Belvedere, Corete
Madera, Larkspur, San Anselmo, Fairfax,
Ross, Terra Linda Marinwood, Novato
8marin_20110622_2 6222011 |[Sondra S. no Marin yes Do not include Marin and Sonoma with north
Wuthnow coast counties
8napa 20110622 2 6222011 |Nan Vaaler no American Canyon Napa yes Keep American Canyon with Napa
8napa_20110622_2 6222011 |John no Napa no
Stephens
8sfrancisco_20110621 6212011 |[Terry no San Francisco San no
Turrentine Francisco
8sonoma_20110621_2 6212011 |Diane Hichwa |yes Conservation chair, Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Sonoma County should contain the west
Madrone Audubon county, the north county and the coast
Society
8sonoma_20110621_2 6212011 |Efren Carrillo |yes Chair and Fifth District Sonoma no Combine Sonoma with Marin, Napa, Lake,
Supervisor, Sonoma Mendocino, Humbolt, Del Norte
County Board of
Supervisors
8sonoma_20110622 6222011 |Gary Wysocky|yes Councilman, Santa Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Keep Santa Rosa with the north coast, not
Rosa City the central valley
8sonoma_20110622 6222011 |Barbara Cates|no Healdsburg Sonoma yes Keep Santa Rosa with the North Bay, not

with the valley

Page 463



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8marin_20110622_2 Marin San Rafael no no
8marin_20110622_2 Marin, Siskiyou, Cloverdale, Healdsburg, cities continued San no no
Mendocino, Humboldt, Windsor, Geyserville, Anselmo, Fairfax, Ross,
Trinity, Del Norte, Lake, Sebastopol, Santa Rosa, |Terra Linda Marinwood,
Sonoma Guerneville, Occidental, Novato
Graton, Annapolis, Monte
Rio, Jenner, Bodega, Bay,
Two Rock, Cazadero,
Sausalito, Marin city,
Tiburon, San Rafeal,
Strawberry, Belvedere,
Corte Madera, Larkspur
8marin_20110622_2 Marin, Sonoma, San Rafeal, Novato, Santa no yes Different transportation Different industries
Mendocino, Humboldt, Rosa issues,
Trinity, Del Norte, Siskiyou
8napa_20110622_2 Napa American Canyon no yes Shared library system
8napa_20110622_2 Napa no no
8sfrancisco 20110621 San Francisco San Francisco no no
8sonoma_20110621_2 Sonoma Santa Rosa, Petaluma no yes Shared water system
8sonoma_20110621_2 Sonoma, Lake, no yes Shared wine production
Mendocino, Napa, Marin, and tourism
Napa, Lake, Mendocino,
Humbolt, Del Norte
8sonoma_20110622 Sonoma Santa Rosa no yes Shared transportation, Shared economy
water corridors
8sonoma_20110622 Sonoma Healdsburg no yes Shared environmental Agriculture, wine

interests

production
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8marin_20110622_2 no

8marin_20110622_2 no

8marin_20110622_2 no

8napa_ 20110622 _2 no

8napa_20110622_2 no Good job

8sfrancisco 20110621 no San Francisco needs an

odd senate seat

8sonoma_20110621_2 no

8sonoma_20110621_2 no

8sonoma_20110622 no

8sonoma_20110622 no
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8sonoma_20110622 6222011 |Kimberly no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Keep Santa Rosa with Sonoma
Kunkel
1sdiego_20110607 5162011 |Milton Gale no San Diego |yes Recommend that the 51st district be made
extremely Democrat (over 70) and the 52nd
district be made extremely Republican (over
70)
1sdiego_20110607 612011 Mateo yes San Diego Latino San Diego |yes Include Section 2 district in San Diego
Camarillo Redistricting County, include Imperial County in another
Committee, Chairman district
2riverside_20110607 5262011 |Marion yes Riverside County 5th  |Banning, Beaumont, Riverside yes Keep together Banning, Beaumont,
Ashley, District, Supervisor; Calimesa Calimesa cities and county areas of
Barbara City of Banning, Cabazon and Morngo band of Mission
Hanna, Brian Mayor; City of Indians in current ADSD
De Forge, Ella Beaumont, Mayor; City
Zanowic of Calimesa, Mayor
2riverside_20110607 Walker Clute |no Roverside yes Allow district lines to follow not only city lines,
but mountains crests, the middle of deserts,
and lakes.
2sbernardino_20110607 Joe Ayala no Rialto San yes See attached maps Boundaries north15215,
Bernadino south 60, east 30, west 15. Similar to San

Bernadino, Fontana, Colton. Keep separate
from Upland, Claremont, Redlands
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8sonoma_20110622 Sonoma, Loki Santa Rosa no yes

1sdiego_20110607 no no

1sdiego_20110607 San Diego, Imperial no no

2riverside_20110607 Banning, Beaumont, no yes Geographically connected,

Calimesa close in proximity, regional

sharing of services, share
Animal Control Services

2riverside_20110607 no no

2sbernardino_20110607 Fontana, San Bernadino, no yes Democratic values,

Colton, Upland, Claremont,
Redlands

cultural diversity, strong
support for school diversity
leadership, respect all
residents including
homeless
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8sonoma_20110622 no
1sdiego_20110607 no
1sdiego_20110607 Latinos in SD no
County form a
sufficiently large,
geographically
compact, cohesive
voting block to form
Section 2 AD. Keep
separate from
Imperial County
because not
geographically
compagct.
2riverside 20110607 no
2riverside_20110607 no
2sbernardino_20110607 no
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2sbernardino_20110607 5182011 [Pendleton yes Palm Desert High Palm Desert San yes Do not put Coachella Valley with another
School, business Bernadino separate distinctive region
coordinator
2sbernardino_20110607 5262011 |Marion yes Riverside County 5th  |Banning, Beaumont, Riverside yes Keep together Banning, Beaumont,
Ashley, District, Supervisor; Calimesa Calimesa cities and county areas of
Barbara City of Banning, Cabazon and Morngo band of Mission
Hanna, Brian Mayor; City of Indians in current ADSD
De Forge, Ella Beaumont, Mayor; City
Zanowic of Calimesa, Mayor
3orange_20110607_2 5162011 |Tamara yes City of La Habra, City |La Habra Orange yes Put La Habra with other Orange County
Mason Clerk cities, NOT with any Los Angeles Cities
3orange_20110607_2 5182011 |Sukhee Kang |yes City of Irvine, Mayor  |lrvine Orange yes No changes to Irvines supervisorial district

boundaries, Irvine remains whole within a
supervisorial district in Orange County
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2sbernardino_20110607 no yes recreation, restaurants, tourism
hotels, business support of
schools, surrounded by
mountains

2sbernardino 20110607 Banning, Beaumont, no yes Geographically connected,

Calimesa close in proximity, regional

sharing of services, share
Animal Control Services

3orange_20110607_2 Orange, Los Angeles no yes North Orange County North OC Economic
Community College Development partnership,
District, Fullerton Joint relies on technical and
Unified High School funding resources for
District, North Orange infrastructure and water
County City partnership, |issues from Orange
CSU Fullerton, OC County-based agencies
Transportation Authority
and Municipal Water
District of OC

3orange_20110607_2 Orange Irvine no yes common histories and

inner-city relationships,
diverse ethnic population.
Need to be together to
master-plan community
effectively.
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2sbernardino_20110607 no

2sbernardino 20110607 no

3orange_20110607_2 no

3orange_20110607_2 no
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3orange_20110607_2

5172011

Scott Nelson

yes

City of Placentia,
Mayor

Placentia

Orange

yes

Maintain SD 29 along 57 corridor, from 91 to
the south to 210 in north Arcadia, Bradbury,
Brea, Chino, Chino Hills, Claremont,
Diamond Bar, Glendora, La Habra, La Habra
Heights, La Verne, Monrovia, Placentia, San
Dimas, Sierra Madre, Walnut, Yorba Linda

3orange_20110607_2

5182011

James Gomez

yes

City of La Habra,
Mayor

La Habra

Orange

yes

Put La Habra with other Orange County
cities, NOT with any Los Angeles Cities

4langeles_20110607_2

5182011

Janet Farlee

no

Woodland Hills

Los Angeles

yes

Keep W San Fernando Valley intact. W of
405 Freeway (or Sepulveda Blvd), between
Mulholland Hwy on south and Santa Susana
on north, L.A. county line on far west,
Verdugo and San Gabriel Mtns on east.
Towns North Hills to Chatsworth, Encino to
Calabasa

4langeles_20110607_2

5182011

Janet Farlee

no

Woodland Hills

Los Angeles

yes

Put Calabasas with Woodland Hills, Hidden
Hills, Tarzana. Do not put with Malibu or
coastal region
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3orange_20110607_2 Los Angeles, Orange, San (Arcadia, Bradbury, Brea, (57,91, 210 no yes Use SR 57, CSU Similar working class
Bernadino Chino, Chino Hills, Fullerton, collaboration of [incomes, housing needs
Claremont, Diamond Bar, public services,
Glendora, La Habra, La transportation coalition
Habra Heights, La Verne, between multiple cities,
Monrovia, Placentia, San shared wildlife corridor
Dimas, Sierra Madre,
Walnut, Yorba Linda
3orange_20110607_2 Orange, Los Angeles no yes North Orange County North OC Economic
Community College Development partnership,
District, Fullerton Joint relies on technical and
Unified High School funding resources for
District, North Orange infrastructure and water
County City partnership, [issues from Orange
CSU Fullerton, OC County-based agencies
Transportation Authority
and Municipal Water
District of OC
4langeles_20110607_2 Los Angeles Verdugo, North Hills, San Gabriel Mountains, no yes Weather, utilities, traffic
Chatsworth, Encino, Santa Susana, Mulholland congestion, shopping,
Calabasas Hwy, 405 Freeway, population
Sepulveda Boulevard
4langeles_20110607_2 Calabasas, Hidden Hills, no no

Woodland Hills, Tarzana,
Malibu
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3orange_20110607_2 no

3orange_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no Thank you for serving
state on this important,
ground-breaking
commission

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2 5162011 |JJ Cacavas, [yes Sand Canyon Santa Clarita Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Claritva Valley intact.
Dave Hauser, Community
John Higby, Association, Board of
Ruthann, Directors
Levison, Dana
Martin, Debbie
Martin,
Russell Myers,
Sandi Parris
4langeles_20110607_2 672011 Cyndee Riding|no Arleta San Clarita |yes Boundaries N-Pacoima Wash-between
Woodman and I-5; S-Roscoe between
Woodma, Tujunga Wash between Roscoe
and Laural Canyon; E-I-5 to Branford up to
Laurel Canyon and Tujunga Wash; W-
Woodman between Roscoe and Pacoima
Wash
4langeles_20110607_2 Jose Castello [no yes Boundaries N-Monterey Park; S-Commerce;
E-Montebello; West Boyle Heights.
4langeles_20110607_2 Pablo no Alhambra Los Angeles |yes Boundaries North-Huntington Drive; S10
Hernandez Jr. Freeway, E-San Gabriel Blvd; W-710
Freeway
4langeles_20110607_2 Celia no Boyle Heights Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-Monterey Park; S-Commerce;
Gonzalez E-Montebello; West Boyle Heights.
4langeles_20110607_2 Rosa no Boyle Heights Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-Monterey Park; S-Commerce;
Gutierrez E-Montebello; West Boyle Heights.
4langeles_20110607_2 Esperanza no Boyle Heights Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-Monterey Park; S-Commerce;
Sandoval E-Montebello; West Boyle Heights.
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4langeles_20110607_2

no

yes

Rural, country lifestyle.
Preserving open space,
establishing trails and
parks. Excellent education
system. Santa Clarita
Community College
District.

Enterprise Zone, SCV
Economic Development
Corporation

4langeles_20110607_2

Branford

Pacoima Wash,
Woodman, |-5, Roscoe,
Tujunga Wash, Laurel Cyn,
Branford

no

yes

2 high schools, 5
elementary schools, 4
preschoolchildcare
schools, National Night
Out to celebrate residents
of community; strong
hispanic influence

Low-income, residential-
family businesses

4langeles_20110607_2

Montebello, Commerce

no

yes

problems with gangs

4langeles_20110607_2

Huntington Drive, 10
Freeway, San Gabriel Blvd,
710 Freeway

no

yes

Chinese New Year
Festival

Middle-class community

4langeles_20110607_2

Montebello, Commerce

no

yes

problems with gangs,
speak Spanish, Adult
Schools

Same jobs

4langeles_20110607_2

Montebello, Commerce

no

yes

problems with gangs,
speak Spanish, Adult
Schools

Same jobs

4langeles_20110607_2

Montebello, Commerce

no

yes

problems with gangs,
speak Spanish, Adult
Schools

Same jobs
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4langeles_20110607_2 no
4langeles_20110607_2 no
4langeles_20110607_2 no
4langeles_20110607_2 no
4langeles_20110607_2 no
4langeles_20110607_2 no
4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2 Anguiano no Boyle Heights Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-Monterey Park; S-Commerce;
Irene E-Montebello; West Boyle Heights.
4langeles_20110607_2 5132011 |Steve yes City of Pasadena, Pasadena Los Angeles |yes Pasadena should continue to be part of CD
Madison Councilmember that includes Burbank, Glendale
4langeles_20110607_2 5192011 |Sandra E. yes Quality of Life Center, [Altadena Los Angeles |yes Include Altadena with Pasadena, Burbank,
Thomas Inc., CEODean of Glendale
Scholars
4langeles_20110607_2 5152011 [Jonas yes Santa Clarita Valley  |Santa Clarita Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita Valley together
Peterson Economic
Development
Corporation, President
and CEO
4langeles_20110607_2 5232011 |Jim Cohen yes City of Hidden Hills, Hidden Hills Los Angeles |yes Keep Hidden Hills, Agoura Hills, Calabasas,
Mayor Malibu, Westlake Village together
4langeles_20110607_2 5302011 [|Jane Rogers |no Los Angeles |yes Keep Santa Clarita Valley intact Saugus,

Canyon Country, Newhall, Valencia
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4langeles_20110607_2 Montebello, Commerce no yes problems with gangs, Same jobs
speak Spanish, Adult
Schools
4langeles_20110607_2 Pasadena, Burbank, no yes Working relationships for
Glendale operations and public
services that have
developed over years
4langeles_20110607_2 Altadena, Pasadena, no yes Boards and volunteers of
Burbank, Glendale non-profits and Chamber
of Commerce draw from
all four cities. Same
environmental concerns.
Educational issues.
4langeles_20110607_2 no yes Advance economy of
Santa Clarita Valley
through recruitment,
retention and expansion of
business and suppport of
development activities,
programs and services in
a unified community
4langeles_20110607_2 Hidden Hills, Agoura Hills, no yes Las Virgenes Unified
Calabasas, Malibu, School District, Las
Westlake Village Virgenes Municipal Water
District, MalibuLost Hills
Sherriff Station, The Acorn
newspaper
4langeles_20110607_2 no no
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4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no Thank CRC for opportunity
to comment on difficult
process and important
task to ensure equal and
fair representation for all
citizens of California

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2 5272011 [Julian Harwell |no San Marino Los Angeles |yes San Marin should be in 44th AD with
Pasadena, South Pasadena, Altadena,
Sierra Madre, La Canada Flintridge, Arcadia
4langeles_20110607_2 Golando no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Zipeda Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Zulma no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Villalobos Bivd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-

Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
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4langeles_20110607_2 Pasadena, South no yes Pasadena Area
Pasadena, Altadena, Community College
Sierra Madre, La Canada District, Pasadena City
Flintridge, Arcadia, San College, San Marino High
Marino School, La Canada High
School, Monrovia High
School, South Pasadena
High School, Temple City
High School, Blair High
School, Rio Hondo League
4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood
4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American

Blvd, Hollywood Park
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los
Angeles St, 110 Fwy,
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy,
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

Federation parade. 96 are
MexicanCentral American
in El Salvador Community.
Central American Historial
District developing
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4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2 Guadalupe no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Volasco Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Oscar Reyes |no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Bivd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Ana Avalos no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Reyes Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Anonymous  [no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz

Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
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4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American

Blvd, Hollywood Park
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los
Angeles St, 110 Fwy,
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy,
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

Federation parade. 96 are
MexicanCentral American
in El Salvador Community.
Central American Historial
District developing
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4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2 Veroniz B. no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Mendozo Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Silvia no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Gonzalez Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Reyna no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Francisco Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Lina Arecko |no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz

Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
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4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American

Blvd, Hollywood Park
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los
Angeles St, 110 Fwy,
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy,
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

Federation parade. 96 are
MexicanCentral American
in El Salvador Community.
Central American Historial
District developing
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4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2 Paula no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Androde Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Alvaro no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Bivd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Gilberto no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Berganza Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Yolanda Cruz |no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz

Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
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4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American

Blvd, Hollywood Park
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los
Angeles St, 110 Fwy,
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy,
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

Federation parade. 96 are
MexicanCentral American
in El Salvador Community.
Central American Historial
District developing
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4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2

Pedro Fours

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Oswaldo
Garcia

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Adelo Lozano

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Mario Ortiz

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
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4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American

Blvd, Hollywood Park
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los
Angeles St, 110 Fwy,
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy,
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

Federation parade. 96 are
MexicanCentral American
in El Salvador Community.
Central American Historial
District developing
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4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2

Genara Paxtor

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Oscar Reyes

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Silvia Rivera

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Lucas Priuas

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
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4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American

Blvd, Hollywood Park
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los
Angeles St, 110 Fwy,
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy,
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

Federation parade. 96 are
MexicanCentral American
in El Salvador Community.
Central American Historial
District developing

Page 497



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2

Cesar Badas

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Gloria Roman

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Evelica
Gomez

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Guadalupe
Volasco

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
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4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American

Blvd, Hollywood Park
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los
Angeles St, 110 Fwy,
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy,
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

Federation parade. 96 are
MexicanCentral American
in El Salvador Community.
Central American Historial
District developing

Page 500



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2 Zulma no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Villalobos Bivd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Golando no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Zepeda Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Claudia no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Carrillo Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Ismael no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Gonzalez Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-

Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
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4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American

Blvd, Hollywood Park
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los
Angeles St, 110 Fwy,
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy,
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

Federation parade. 96 are
MexicanCentral American
in El Salvador Community.
Central American Historial
District developing
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4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2

Andrea
Martinez

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Irma Martinez

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Catalina Rivas

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Victor Rivera

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
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4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American

Blvd, Hollywood Park
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los
Angeles St, 110 Fwy,
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy,
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

Federation parade. 96 are
MexicanCentral American
in El Salvador Community.
Central American Historial
District developing
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4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2

Paula Tellez

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

lvan Tellez

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Lydia Zavala

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Lina Greekek

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
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4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American

Blvd, Hollywood Park
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los
Angeles St, 110 Fwy,
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy,
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

Federation parade. 96 are
MexicanCentral American
in El Salvador Community.
Central American Historial
District developing
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4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2

Lucia Bonilla

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Tania Cacheo

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Maria
Cardena

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Reyna
Francisco

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
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4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American

Blvd, Hollywood Park
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los
Angeles St, 110 Fwy,
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy,
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

Federation parade. 96 are
MexicanCentral American
in El Salvador Community.
Central American Historial
District developing
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4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2 Roberto no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Garcia Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Maria Garcia [no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Bivd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Silvia no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Gonzalez Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Raul no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Hernandez Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-

Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
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4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American

Blvd, Hollywood Park
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los
Angeles St, 110 Fwy,
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy,
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

Federation parade. 96 are
MexicanCentral American
in El Salvador Community.
Central American Historial
District developing
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4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2

Alicia Jimenez

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Irma Lopez

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

M. Luisa
Ortega

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park

4langeles_20110607_2

Veroniz B.
Mendozo

no

Los Angeles

yes

Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
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4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American

Blvd, Hollywood Park
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los
Angeles St, 110 Fwy,
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy,
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

Federation parade. 96 are
MexicanCentral American
in El Salvador Community.
Central American Historial
District developing
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4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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4langeles_20110607_2 Anonymous  [no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Ana Avalos no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Reyes Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Mariela no Los Angeles |yes Boundaries N-North Hollywood, Los Feliz
Rodriguez Blvd (101 Fwy), Griffith Park, LA Zoo; S-
Century Blvd, Hollywood Park Casino, right
before 105; E-Los Angeles St, 110 Fwy, W-
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Hahn Park
4langeles_20110607_2 Phil Reyes no Duarte Los Angeles |yes See attached tables
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4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 Los Feliz Blvd, Century no yes Central American
Blvd, Hollywood Park Federation parade. 96 are
Casino, 105 Fwy, Los MexicanCentral American
Angeles St, 110 Fwy, in El Salvador Community.
Fairfax Blvd, Kenneth Central American Historial
Hahn Park, 101 Fwy, District developing
Griffith Park, LA Zoo, North
Hollywood

4langeles_20110607_2 no no
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4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no Thanks for opportunity to
submit plans. Appreciates
work the commission has
accomplished to this point
and want to recognize
dedication to complex and
time consumiong process

Page 522



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
4langeles_20110607_2 5202011 |Patrick West |yes City of Long Beach, Long Beach Los Angeles [no
City Manager
4langeles_20110607_2 5212011 [Lois Miller no San Marino Los Angeles |yes Include San Marino in AD 44.
4langeles_20110607_2 5162011 |Jeffrey K. Ball |yes Whittier Area Chamber|Whittier Los Angeles |yes Keep intact Puente Hills Corridor (Whittier,
of Commerce, Santa Fe Springs, La Mirada, La Habra
Legislative Committee Heights, Hacienda Heights, Rowland
Chair Heights, Diamond Bar)
4langeles_20110607_2 5172011 [Marvin and no La Crescenta Los Angeles |yes Draw Glendale, La Canada, La Crescenta
Mary Owen together
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4langeles_20110607_2 no no
4langeles_20110607_2 San Marino no yes Contiguous borders with
South Pasadena, mutual
support of fire trucks and
police, helicopters.
Pasadena Area
Community College
District, 210 Freeway,
Huntington Gardens
4langeles_20110607_2 Whittier, Santa Fe Springs, no yes Share representation at
La Mirada, La Habra County Supervisor level,
Heights, Hacienda Heights, one source of information
Rowland Heights, Diamond through Whittier Daily
Bar News and San Gabriel
Valley Tribune
4langeles_20110607_2 La Canada, Glendale, La no yes Doctormedical facilities,

Crescenta

restaurants, shopping,
movies. Glendale Unified
School District.
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4langeles_20110607_2 no Would like to invite
Commission to Long
Beach for a Post-Map
public input hearing. Also
offers a free meeting room
in Long Beach and
technical support from City
of Long Beach.

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no

4langeles_20110607_2 no
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Sventura_20110607_2 5192011 |Robert Huber |yes City of Simi Valley, Simi Valley Ventura yes Keep communities within Ventura County
Mayor kept together
1sdiego_20110607 5132011 |Gagandeep |[yes Sikh Foundation, Vice |Poway San Diego |yes Put Poway with Mira Mesa, Rancho
Kaur (and 15 President; Poway Penasquitos, Sabre Springs, Rancho
signatures) Interfaith Team, Co- Bernardo
founder
1imperial_20110614 6142011 [Lauryl Driscoll |no Imperial yes Keep Salton Sea all in one district in the
Imperial County
1sdiego_20110613 6132011 |R.D. no San Diego  |yes Agree with creating districts serperating
Hernandez coastal, middle, and inland areas
1sdiego_20110613 6132011 [Sandra no Chula Vista San Diego  |yes Put Chula Vista in a district with coastal
McHale-Renk communities, not with Imperial County
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Sventura_20110607_2

Ventura

no

yes

Governmental programs
through single social
service provider; Ventura
County Sherriffs
department; Ventura
County Fire District,
Ventura County Free
Library System; Ventura
Council of Governments;
Ventura County
Transportation
Commission

1sdiego_20110607

Poway

no

yes

150-200 Sikh families in
these areas. Sikh is a
distinct South Asian
community.

1imperial_20110614

Imperial

no

yes

San Diego and Riverside
are disinterested the seas
problems and splitting it
between two districts
causes problems. Sea is
part of Imperials irrigation
system

1sdiego_20110613

no

no

1sdiego_20110613

San Diego, Imperial

no

no
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Sventura_20110607_2 no
1sdiego_20110607 no
1imperial_20110614 no
1sdiego_20110613 People on the coast have no
completely different needs
than inland peoples
1sdiego_20110613 Chula Vista has no no
connections with Imperial
County
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1sdiego_20110614 6142011 |Rudy Sovinee |no San Diego  |no
2riverside_20110614 6142011 |Dick Diamond |no Temecula Riverside no
2riverside 20110614 6142011 |Peter S. no Murieta Riverside no
Millington
2sbernardino_20110613 6132011 |David no Redlands San yes Do not put Redlands and Yucaipa in the
Jorgenson Bernardino same district as Mono County or cities of
Bishop, Baker, Adelanto, but with other
nearby cities that share the same histories,
resources, and goals
2sbernardino_20110613 6132011 |Bob Stewart |no Loma Linda San yes Keep Redlands, Loma Linda, Highland, and
Bernardino moutain communities unified, not with cities

of Fontana, Rialto, Bloomington. Respect
Redland Unified School District boundaries.
Split towns to west and LA County
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1sdiego_20110614 no no

2riverside_20110614 no no

2riverside 20110614 no no

2sbernardino_20110613 Mono, San Bernardino Redland, Yucaipa, Bishop, no yes different geography, size,

Baker, Adelandot interests, diversity
2sbernardino_20110613 San Bernardino Redlands, Loma Linda, no no

Highland, Fontana, Rialto,
Bloomington
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1sdiego_20110614 no Referring to
httpc365736.r36.cf2.rackc
dn.commaps_20110610_q
2_cd_socal_nesan.pdf
Concerned that Del Mar,
National City, Rancho
Bernardo looks to be
protecting moneyed
interests.
2riverside_20110614 no Great job on some logical
redistricting for the state
2riverside 20110614 no Please issue a list of 9-
digit ZIP codes that will be
in the revised districts to
know who my
representative is
2sbernardino_20110613 no
2sbernardino_20110613 no Districts can cross county
lines, as shown in
Claremont-Montclair area
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2sbernardino_20110613 6132011 |Michael no Highland San yes Do not split Redlands into 2 districts and
Murphy Bernardino instead, split Highland -- areas east of the
210 to District 5 and areas West of 1-210 to
District 4. Put Highland with San Bernardino,
Colton, and Rialto
2sbernardino_20110613 6132011 |[Steven no Upland San yes Put Upland with Inland Empire, not Los
Palacios Bernardino Angeles
2sbernardino_20110614 6142011 |Steven no Upland San yes Upland has more in common with Ontario
Palacios Bernardino than with Claremont
2sbernardino_20110614 6142011 [Robert Ward |no San yes Put Cities of Yucaipa, Calimesa, Banning,
Bernardino Beaumont with Redlands, Loma Linda, and
cities west (vs. cities east) in an Inland
Empire district, NOT with Morongo Valley or
High Desert area. Especially change for the
Congressional Map
2sbernardino_20110614 6142011 |Phil and Terry |yes Blue Jay San yes Keep moutain communities together, from
Wolloch Bernardino Crestline to Big Bear, and not with urban
areas
2sbernardino_20110614 6142011 [|Jim and Dora |no Crestline San yes Keep moutain communities together, from
Huff Bernardino Green Valley Lake to Cedarpines Park,
including Crestline
2sbernardino_20110614 6142011 [anonymous |no San yes Rancho Cucamonga and Redlands have no
Bernardino common interest. Put Highlands, Redlands,

San Bernardino together. Reconsider the
Inland Action District attached
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2sbernardino_20110613 Redland, Yucaipa, Menton, no yes East Highland, Yucaipa,
Loma Linda, Highland, San Menton, Loma Linda
Bernardino, Colton, and connected in terms of
Rialto school Redlands Unified
and community colleges,
while West Highland is
similar to west of 1-210
2sbernardino_20110613 Los Angeles, San no no
Bernardino
2sbernardino_20110614 Upland, Ontario, no no
Claremont
2sbernardino_20110614 Redlands, Loma no no
Linda,Yucaipa, Calimesa,
Banning, Beaumont
2sbernardino_20110614 Crestline, Big Bear no yes
2sbernardino_20110614 no yes Many concerns in
Crestline are the same for
Lake Arrowhead and
surrounding areas
2sbernardino_20110614 Rancho Cucamonga, Keep Rancho with the west|no yes Common transportation

Highlands, Redlands, San
Bernardino

end districts and create a
district of east end cities

routes (110 and 1-215),
school districts, shopping
facilities, water sources,
joint political agencies
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2sbernardino_20110613 no agrees with Rep. Lewis
that Redlands was treated
as an afterthought to fill
population quotas
2sbernardino_20110613 no
2sbernardino_20110614 no
2sbernardino_20110614 no
2sbernardino_20110614 no
2sbernardino_20110614 no
2sbernardino_20110614 no
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2sbernardino_20110614 6142011 |David E. no San yes Rancho Cucamonga and Redlands have no
Raley Bernardino common interest.Reconsider the Inland
Action District.
3orange_20110614 6142011 |[Carlos N. yes President Dana Point [Dana Point Orange yes Do not put East Dana Point against West
Olvera Historical Society, Dana Point
Former foreman
Orange County Grand
Jury
4langeles_20110614 6142011 |Judith Neal no San Dimas Los Angeles |no
4langeles_20110614 6152011 |CHRISTINE |no West Hills Los Angeles |no
ROWE
4langeles_20110614 6152011 |Bernard no Los Angeles |yes Do not split up Brad Shermans district in the
Bregman San Fernando Valley and look at the
distribution of religious institutions to see if
minorities are being served.
4langeles_20110614 6152011 |Eileen Zierhut |no Los Angeles |yes Add Aqua Dulce to the Santa Clarita Valley
Assembly district
4langeles_20110614 6152011 |Kim Mischook |no Los Angeles |yes Keep Altadena and Pasadena together in

one Assembly district
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2sbernardino_20110614 Rancho Cucamonga, no yes Common transportation
Redlands routes (110 and 1-215),
school districts, shopping
facilities, water sources,
joint political agencies
3orange_20110614 no no
4langeles_20110614 no no
4langeles_20110614 no no
4langeles_20110614 no yes Valley has large Jewish
constuency, feels that
Jewish community is being
discriminated against.
4langeles_20110614 Aqua Dulce no no
4langeles_20110614 Altadena and Pasadena no no
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2sbernardino_20110614 no
3orange_20110614 new alignment will doubled no
our efforts to deal with
Sacramento on regional
issues with other
communities that do not
share the same county
values
4langeles_20110614 no Dont cross county lines
and use diversity of
population, not ethnic race
as guidelines, maps are
hard to read, do a better
job
4langeles_20110614 no Original Comments dated
May 15, 2011 have not
been posted on the site,
disappointed for first darft
4langeles_20110614 no
4langeles_20110614 no
4langeles_20110614 no
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4langeles_20110614 6152011 |Deborah no Los Angeles |yes Add Aqua Dulce to the Santa Clarita Valley
Moorehead Assembly district
4langeles_20110614 6152011 |Richard Stark |no Los Angeles |yes Return Palos Verdes Peninsula (PVP) back
to the 36th district with the South Bay
4langeles_20110614 6142011 |Patty Paul no Studio City Los Angeles |yes Keep Studio City intact
4langeles_20110614 6142011 |Patricia A. no Los Angeles |yes Add Aqua Dulce to the Santa Clarita Valley
Kelly Assembly district and Newhall to the 25th
Congressional District
4langeles_20110614 6142011 |Gregory A. no Sherman Oaks Los Angeles |yes Keep Sherman Oaks neighborhood with Van
Dobie Nuys and the rest of their community, which
is not the proposed Congressional District
27. Make a clearly defined central district in
the San Fernando Valley
4langeles_20110614 6152011 |L. Hamilton no Pasadena Los Angeles |yes Add Altadena to the Pasadena Assembly
District
4langeles_20110614 6142011 |Paul Carreiro |no El Camino Village Los Angeles |yes Reconsider congressional boundaries

suggested by Tiffany and Eugene (May 24
2011) - includes the western half of Gardena
and El Camino Village with the South Bay
district lines
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4langeles_20110614 Aqua Dulce no no
4langeles_20110614 Palos Verdes Peninsula no no
4langeles_20110614 Studio City yes no
4langeles_20110614 Aqua Dulce, Newhall no no
4langeles_20110614 Sherman Oak, Van Nuys no no
4langeles_20110614 Altadena, Pasadena no yes Share school district, with
6 PUSD schools in district,
sizable African-American
population in West
Altadena interwoven with
one in Northwest
Pasadena
4langeles_20110614 Gardena, El Camino no yes South Bay is a community

Village

with common lifestyles,
industry, family and El
Camino Village identifies
with South Bay
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4langeles_20110614 no
4langeles_20110614 PVPs interests are more no
closely allied to the South
Bay than to Orange
County
4langeles_20110614 Studio City is an organized no
and active community, but
it is hard to get attention
as a non-established
neighborhood
4langeles_20110614 no
4langeles_20110614 no Draw district lines that
reflect neighborhoods or
geography
4langeles_20110614 no
4langeles_20110614 no
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4langeles_20110614 6142011 |Lucille Lund |no Los Angeles |yes Keep district 46 lines and keep coastal areas
from inland areas
4langeles_20110614 6142011 |George no Los Angeles |no
Alexander
4langeles_20110614 6142011 |Carol Pickle |no Los Angeles |yes Dont split Pasadena based on a freeway
4langeles_20110614 6142011 |L. Lund no Los Angeles |yes Coastal communities have lost
representation with these proposed districts
4langeles_20110614 6142011 |Kathryn Dunn |no Los Angeles |no
4langeles_20110614 6142011 |Lois Woodruff |no Los Angeles |yes Add Aqua Dulce to the Santa Clarita Valley
Assembly District
4langeles_20110614 6142011 [|Joan P. Curd |no Los Angeles |yes Add Aqua Dulce to the Santa Clarita Valley
District
5sbarbara_20110614 6142011 |Paul G. Rosso|no Santa yes Assembly District Lompoc should be entirely
Barbara in SLOSB. Senate district CENTRAL COAST
is bad, combine SLOSB and SBWVEN
Bsbarbara 20110614 6142011 |[Terence no Santa no
Dressler Barbara
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4langeles_20110614 no yes Coastal issues (pollution,
docks, wildlife) are
different from inland
issues

4langeles 20110614 no no

4langeles_20110614 Pasadena no no

4langeles_20110614 no no

4langeles_20110614 no no

4langeles_20110614 Aqua Dulce no no

4langeles_20110614 Aqua Dulce no no

Bsbarbara 20110614 Lompoc no no

Bsbarbara 20110614 no no
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4langeles_20110614 no
4langeles 20110614 no Map are useless, lack
numerical designations
and street identifications.
Hard to know what is
proposed for Studio City
4langeles_20110614 no The new districts in the
San Gabiriel Valley would
make them lose 2
Republican congressman
4langeles_20110614 no
4langeles_20110614 no Maps are very poor quality
and not usable
4langeles_20110614 no
4langeles_20110614 no
5sbarbara_20110614 Current proposed senate no Congressional District for
district has nothing in Central Coast called
common SLOSB is very good
Bsbarbara 20110614 no Excellent job for Santa
Barbara County districts,
for 35th Assembly District
and 19th Senate District
and 23rd and 24th
Congressional District
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5sbarbara_20110614 6152011 |Rosie no Santa yes Do not split up Lompoc City
Chandler Barbara
5sbarbara_20110614 6142011 |Eileen S. no Santa yes Put Isla Vista with Santa Barbara City
Anthoney Barbara instead of in the Santa Ynez Valley and
North County
5sbarbara_20110614 6152011 |Debra Jewell |no Lompoc Santa yes Do not split up Lompoc City
Barbara
Bstanislaus_20110606 622011 Sharon R. yes President, CEO; Turlock Stanislaus  |yes Keep Turlock in the same district
Silva Turlock Chamber of
Commerce
8ccosta_20110613 6132011 |Susan no Contra Costa |yes Keep Richmond in George Millers district
Wittenberg
8marin_20110613 6132011 [Jeanne Lese |no Marin yes Do not combine Marin with Mendocino and
Humbolt; keep it with San Francisco and
Santa Rosa
8napa_20110614 6132011 |Eve Kahn no Napa yes Keep American Canyon in same district as
Napa County
8smateo 20110613 6132011 |Patti L. Fry no Menlo Park San Mateo |no
8sonoma_20110613 6132011 |Stew no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Keep Marin, Sonoma, Napa, Lake,
Lauterbach Mendocino together as one district
8sonoma_20110614 6142011 |Norma Smith |no Santa Rosa Sonoma yes Do not combine Santa Rosa with Glenn,
Davis Colusa, Yolo, Sutter, Yuba, San Joaquin
9dnorte_20110614 6142011 [Jaim no Del Norte no
Yarbrough
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Bsbarbara 20110614 Lompoc no no
Bsbarbara 20110614 Isla Vista, Santa Barbara no no
Bsbarbara 20110614 no no
6stanislaus_20110606 Stanislaus Turlock, Riverbank, no yes Highway 99 is lifeline of
Oakdale city, economic
development
8ccosta_20110613 Contra Costa Richmond, Berkeley, no yes Geroge Miller has
Oakland experience with supporting
poor populations
8marin_20110613 Marin, Mendocino, no no
Humbolt, San Francisco,
Santa Rosa
8napa_20110614 Napa no yes recreation trails agriculture, shared
highway infrastructure
8smateo 20110613 Palo Alto, Stanford, no no
Atherton, Portola Valley,
San Carlos, Daly City,
South San Francisco, Half
Moon Bay
8sonoma_20110613 Marin, Sonoma, Napa, Santa Rosa no yes natural borders, other
Lake, Mendocino counties next to coast
8sonoma_20110614 Glenn, Colusa, Yolo, Santa Rosa no no
Sutter, Yuba, San Joaquin,
Sonoma
9dnorte_20110614 Del Norte no no
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Bsbarbara 20110614 no
5sbarbara_20110614 physically closer and no
different politically
because of college-
student area
Bsbarbara 20110614 no
6stanislaus 20110606 no
8ccosta_20110613 no
8marin_20110613 no
8napa_20110614 no
8smateo_20110613 no The district doesnt make
sense, since mid-
peninsula communities are
combined with non-mid-
peninsula communities
8sonoma_20110613 no
8sonoma_20110614 no
9dnorte_20110614 no | support the 1st draft of
the Assembly map
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9dnorte_20110615 6152011 |Phillip J. no Crescent City Del Norte yes Do not keep Del Notre County with Bay Area
Gobel Counties or rural or agricultural counties
9humboldt 20110613 6132011 |[Don Tuttle no Humboldt no
9sacramento_20110614 6142011 [|John Gordon |no Galt Sacramento |yes Combine Galt with Elk Grove, Dixon, Vallejo,
Woodland, Sebastopol; do not combine with
Napa or Solano
9yolo_20110614 6142011 |Jim Provenza, |yes vice-chair, Yolo County|Woodland Yolo yes Keep Yolo together
Don Saylor Board of Supervisors;
Yolo County
Supervisor
9yolo_20110614_2 6142011 |Annamaria no Davis Yolo yes Include 1-80 corridor from Vallejo up to
Amenta Sacramento and surrounding area and Davis
into a district
6fresno_20110614 6142011 |Daren no Clovis Fresno yes Unite Clovis and Fresno. Fresno State
Stemwedel straddles Clovis and Fresno. Clovis Unified
School District campuses are in Fresno and
vice versa.
6kern_20110612 6112011 |Linda Jackson|no yes Bakersfield looks gerrymandered.
6merced_20110613 6132011 |Loreace no no Northern portion of Fresno county with
Hornyak Madera is perfect fit. Communities west of
Diablo range (Santa Clara, San Benito,
Monterey) are not COls or realistic to
geographic boundaries.
6mono_20110604 642011 Zane Davis no Mono yes Mono should not be with Inyo and Southern

CA. Mono should be with Sierra counties
above Hwy 49. Mono is isolate, depends on
tourists and needs environmental protection.
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9dnorte_20110615 Del Norte Crescent City no no

9humboldt_ 20110613 Humboldt no no

9sacramento_20110614 Sacramento, Napa, Solano |Galt, EIk Grove, Dixon, no yes

Vallejo, Woodland,
Sebastopol

9yolo_20110614 Yolo no yes Shared educational Agriculture
facilites, interests, land
use interests

9yolo_20110614_2 Yolo Davis, Sacramento no yes

6fresno_20110614 Fresno Clovis, Fresno no yes Fresno State straddles
Clovis and Fresno. Clovis
Unified School District
campuses are in Fresno
and vice versa.

6kern_20110612 Bakersfield no no

6merced 20110613 Madera, Monterey, Fresno, |Santa Clara, San Benito, no no

Santa Clara Monterey
6mono_20110604 Mono, Inyo, Sierra no no
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9dnorte_20110615 no

9humboldt_20110613 no There are no redistricting
meeting north of Oakland
and Sacramento.

9sacramento 20110614 no

9yolo_20110614 no Retain same number of
Senate districts as before

9yolo_20110614_2 no

6fresno_20110614 no

6kern_20110612 no

6merced 20110613 no

6mono_20110604 no
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6émono_20110611 6112011 |Mary Andrews |no no
1imperial_20110523_5pmafter(5232011 |Guadalupe no Brawley Imperial yes Maintain collective choices of Imperial
Arce County with Coachella Valley. Do not change
that current district.
1imperial_20110523_5pmafter|{5232011 |Rebecca no Heber Imperial yes Make state and federal districts similar to
Terrazas- 80th AD. Do not put Imperial with SD.
Baxte
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Anonymous [no Carlsbad San Diego |yes keep coastal cities together Carlsbad, Camp
Pendleton, Oceanside, Del Mar, Encinitas,
Rancho Sant Fe, Solano Beach, Vista
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Lorena yes San Diego and San Diego  |yes Border-Area Community of Interest Imperial
Gonzalez Imperial Counties County (including El Centro, Calexico), San

Labor Council, AFL-
ClO

Diego Countys National City, Chula Vista,
San Ysidro, Barrio Logan, Coachella Valleys
Coachella, Indio, Mecca. Separate Palm
Springs, Palm Desert, Twentynine Palms
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6émono_20110611 no no
1imperial_20110523_5pmafter|Imperial Brawley no no
1imperial_20110523_5pmafter [Imperial, San Diego, no yes Imperial is geographically, |Imperial similar to eastern
Riverside environmentally related to |Riverside economically,
eastern Riverside. demographically. Both
Imperial and Coachella
have interested
developers and investors
due to potential of
renewable energy
development
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter Carlsbad, Camp [-5, Hwy 101 no yes common coastal identity,
Pendleton, Oceanside, Del specific coastal markets,
Mar, Encinitas, Rancho shared school districts,
Sant Fe, Solano Beach, water districts, hospital
Vista district
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter [Imperial County, San El Centro, Calexico, no yes larger households, speak |Per capita income is 60

Spanish at home, many
more children and Latinos

less than state average.
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6mono_20110611 no Take into consideration

the elected official who will

be servicing the districts

you draw. Make sure there

roads that make it easy to

travel through the district.
1imperial_20110523_5pmafter no
1imperial_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
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1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Allen Chan yes Asian Pacific American|San Diego San Diego  |no Supports testimony of following speakers
Coalition for Fair San Marcos 5132011 34, 36; San Diego
Representation, Co- 5142011 18, 20, 28, 44, 46
Convener
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Jonathan no San Diego San Diego  |no Supports testimony of following speakers
Valdes San Marcos 5132011 34, 36; San Diego
5142011 18, 20, 28, 44, 46
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Janel Bruan [no San Diego San Diego  |no Supports testimony of following speakers
San Marcos 5132011 34, 36; San Diego
5142011 18, 20, 28, 44, 46
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Megan no La Mesa San Diego  |no Supports testimony of following speakers
Topanta San Marcos 5132011 34, 36; San Diego
5142011 18, 20, 28, 44, 46
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Laura Cyphert|no Lakeside Planning Lakeside San Diego |yes Keep El Cajon, Santee, Lakeside, Alpine,
Group Descanso, Gutay, Pine Valley, Jamul,
Poway, Ramona and other rural
communities on western side of Cuyamaca
mtn Range (and Cleveland National Forest)
together
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Ardith no Escondido San Diego  |yes Unify Escondido into one assembly district.
Burrows Put it with San Marcos, Valley Center, Vista,
Fallbrook
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Jean Stanzick [no San Diego  |yes Separate San Diego from Imperial County
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Christy yes San Diego Organizing San Diego  |yes Keep together southeast San Diego,
Figueroa- Project, PICO National Encanto, Chula Vista, La Mesa, Spring
Pettis Network, Co-Chair Valley, East San Diego, Lemon Grove,

SDSU College areas, etc.
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1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter [Imperial, San Diego El Cajon, Santee, Cuyamaca Mountain no yes These are bedroom
Lakeside, Alpine, Range, Cleveland National communities in the San
Descanso, Gutay, Pine Forest Diego area, but Imperial
Valley, Jamul, Poway, County is more concerned
Ramona with desert and farming
communities
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter [San Diego Vista no yes Dry arid agricultural area
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter |San Diego, Imperial no yes News, weather,
entertainment, educational
facilities, churches in San
Diego
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter [San Diego Chula Vista, La Mesa, no yes Share family interests. Problems affordable

Lemon Grove

Face gang crime, limited

senior serviceseducational
resourcestransportationpa
rks and recreation centers

housing, foreclosures
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1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
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1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Harold E. no Lakeside San Diego  |yes Keep East County, San Diego (Alpine, El
Gottschalk Jr. Cajon, Lakeside, Santee, Ramona, Poway)
together
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Edward no Lakeside San Diego  |yes Do not redistrict Lakeside with Imperial
Wilson County
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Myrna Reyes [no San Diego  |no Supports testimony of following speakers
San Marcos 5132011 34, 36; San Diego
5142011 18, 20, 28, 44, 46
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Stewart Gage |no Escondido San Diego  |yes Unify Escondido into one AD, then put it with
inland communities Valley Center, Hidden
Meadows, Fallbrook, San Marcos, etc.
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Barbara no Lakeside San Diego  |yes Keep East San Diego County separate from
Gottschalk Imperial County
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Marissa no San Diego  |yes Supports of Southwest Center for Asian
Acierto Pacific American Law (SCAPAL) and
Coalition of Asian Pacific Americans for Fair
Redistricting (CAPAFR) in advocating to
keep Asian Pacific Islander neighborhoods
and communities together in San Diego
County
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Carol Vacin [no San Diego |yes Keep East San Diego County communities
together El Cajon, Santee, Lakeside,
Ramona, Alpine, Poway and separate from
Imperial.
1sdiego_20110524 5242011 |Nick Dieterich |no San Diego |yes Keep Vista, San Marcos, Escondido, Valley

Center, San Pasqual, Harmony Grove, Elfin
Forest, Whispering Palms, Cielo, Crosby
Estates, The Farms, Rancho Santa Fe
together.
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1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter Alpine, El Cajon, Lakeside, no no
Santee, Ramona, Poway
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter |Imperial Lakeside no no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter Escondido no yes Escondido is inland, not  [All share an agricultural
coastal. economy
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter [Imperial, San Diego no yes Imperial County and East
San Diego County do not
share a water
districttransportation
routes, etc.
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter [San Diego no no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter [San Diego, Imperial El Cajon, Santee, no yes East San Diego County East San Diego County
Lakeside, Ramona, Alpine, share transportationwater |share economies
Poway concerns
1sdiego_20110524 Vista, San Marcos, no yes Rural

Escondido
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1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110523_5pmafter no
1sdiego_20110524 no
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1sdiego_20110524 5242011 |Nick Dieterich |no San Diego  |yes Coastal communities (W of I-5) together
Oceanside, Carlsbad, Leucadia, Encinitas,
Cardiff by the Sea, Solana Beach, Del Mar
1sdiego_20110524 5242011 [Josie L. yes Mexican Business and San Diego |yes Keep Chula Vista unified
Calderon Professional
Association (MABPA)
2riverside_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Norma Margot|no Riverside yes Do not combine Coachella with Imperial
2riverside_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Ellen no Rancho Mirage Riverside yes Keep Salton Sea as is-partly in Riverside and
Swensen partly in Imperial.
2riverside_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Elizabeth no Riverside yes Keep Corona, Norco, Eastvale together
Barkis
2riverside_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Dennis Lopez |no yes AD1 El Cerrito, Corona, Coronita, Home
Gardens, Norco, NW Riverside City, Pedley,
Rubidoux, Glen Avon, Sunnyslope, parts of
unincorporated NW Riverside.
2riverside_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Dennis Lopez |no yes AD2 El Sobrante, Mead Valley, Good Hope,

Perris, March Air Force Base, Central,
Southern and Eastern portions of the City of
Riverside, and the entire City of Moreno
Valley
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1sdiego_20110524 Oceanside, Carlsbad, no yes Coastal
Leucadia, Encinitas,
Solana Beach, Del Mar
1sdiego 20110524 Chula Vista no yes Over 50 Latino, large Boom in housing and retail
number of young families |development, growth in
resources
2riverside_20110523_5pm Imperial no no
2riverside_20110523_5pm Riverside, Imperial no yes Clean up Salton Sea so it |Geothermal energy in
is fit for tourism and South Salton Sea will
recreational purposes. provide jobs.
2riverside_20110523_5pm Corona, Norco, Eastvale no yes Mayors all work together,
children go to school in
same school district
2riverside_20110523_5pm El Cerrito, Corona, no yes under-represented ethnic |low income
Coronita, Home Gardens, minority, educational
Norco, NW Riverside City, crisis, family health care
Pedley, Rubidoux, Glen
Avon, Sunnyslope
2riverside_20110523_5pm El Sobrante, Mead Valley, no yes under-represented ethnic |low income

Good Hope, Perris,
Moreno Valley

minority, educational
crisis, family health care
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1sdiego_20110524 no
1sdiego 20110524 no
2riverside_20110523_5pm no
2riverside_20110523_5pm no
2riverside_20110523_5pm no
2riverside_20110523_5pm CRC should adhere [no
strictly to this, with
specific reference to
Section 2.
Protection of
ChicanosLatinos
voting rights in this
region
2riverside_20110523_5pm CRC should adhere [no

strictly to this, with
specific reference to
Section 2.
Protection of
ChicanosLatinos
voting rights in this
region
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2riverside_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Dennis Lopez |no yes SeemapSD Coronita, Corona, El Cerrito,
Home Gardens, El Sobrante, Norco, Mira
Loma, Glen Avon, Rubidoux, Highgrove,
Riverside, Moreno Valley, March Air Force
Base, Woodcrest, Lake Mathews, Mead
Valley, Good Hope, Perris, Romoland, contig
unincorp areas
2riverside_20110523_5pm 5232011 |Dennis Lopez |no yes See map from 552011 CD Glen Avon,
Pedley, Rubidoux, Highgrove, Riverside,
Woodcrest, Lake Mathews, Mead Valley,
Good Hope, Perris, Romoland, Nuevo,
March Air Force Base, Moreno Valley, contig
unincorporated areas
2riverside_20110523_5pm 5232011 [Alexis no Murietta Riverside yes Murietta and Temecula are connected, as
Weisbrod are Corona and Norco. Both are connected
to Orange County.
2riverside_20110527 5272011 |Dennis no Palm Springs Riverside yes Do not include Imperial County with
Stratton Coachella Valley
2riverside_20110527 5272011 |Jeff and Linda |no Bermuda Dunes Riverside yes Desert cities should remain in Riverside

Davis

County and not be included in the Imperial
County maps
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2riverside_20110523_5pm Coronita, Corona, El no yes under-represented ethnic [low income
Cerrito, Home Gardens, El minority, educational
Sobrante, Norco, Mira crisis, family health care
Loma, Glen Avon,
Rubidoux, Highgrove,
Riverside, Moreno Valley,
March Air Force Base,
Woodcrest, Lake Mathews,
Mead Valley, Good Hope,
Perris, Romoland
2riverside_20110523_5pm Glen Avon, Pedley, no yes under-represented ethnic |low income
Rubidoux, Highgrove, minority, educational
Riverside, Woodcrest, crisis, family health care
Lake Mathews, Mead
Valley, Good Hope, Perris,
Romoland, Moreno Valley
2riverside_20110523_5pm Orange Temecula, Murietta, Norco, no yes Residents frequently
Corona commute between cities,
mixing business and
pleasure.
2riverside_20110527 Imperial no no
2riverside_20110527 Riverside, Imperial no no

Page 563



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
2riverside_20110523_5pm CRC should adhere [no
strictly to this, with
specific reference to
Section 2.
Protection of
ChicanosLatinos
voting rights in this
region
2riverside_20110523_5pm CRC should adhere [no
strictly to this, with
specific reference to
Section 2.
Protection of
ChicanosLatinos
voting rights in this
region
2riverside_20110523_5pm no
2riverside_20110527 no This is supposed to be a
fair and honest proceeding
with citizen-based
redistricting, not special
interest with powerful
lawyers to influence the
outcome.
2riverside 20110527 no
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2riverside_20110527 5272011 |Cindy Roth yes Greater Riverside Riverside yes See attached maps New districts affecting
Chambers of City of Riverside should stay within Riverside
Commerce, County boundaries
PresidentCEO
2riverside_20110527 5272011 |Jean Nelson |no Riverside yes Do not combine Imperial County with
Coachella Valley
2riverside_20110527 5272011 |Ellen no Rancho Mirage Riverside yes Do not combine Coachella Valley with
Swensen Imperial
8ccosta_20110528 5282011 |Richard no Walnut Creek Contra Costa |yes Support Bay Area maps submitted by CA
Daniel Conservative Action Group and California
Citizens Redistricting Task Force. CD
Lamorinda, Walnut Creek, Oakley, Antioch,
Clayton, Brentwood, Discovery Bay, the San
Ramon Valley, and the Tri-Valley
8ccosta_20110528 5282011 |Allen Payton |no no
8ccosta_20110528 5282011 |Carol no Contra Costa |yes Do not favor highly gerrymandered maps
Hehmeyer presented by MALDEF
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Dividers
2riverside_20110527 Riverside Riverside no yes Transportation, school federalstate matching fund
districts, community requirements
college, shared identity
2riverside 20110527 Imperial no no
2riverside_20110527 Imperial no no
8ccosta_20110528 Lamorinda, Walnut Creek, no no
Oakley, Antioch, Clayton,
Brentwood, Discovery Bay
8ccosta_20110528 no no
8ccosta_20110528 no no
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California

Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
2riverside 20110527 no
2riverside 20110527 no
2riverside 20110527 no
8ccosta 20110528 no
8ccosta_20110528 Make sure CVAP  |yes Montere
percentages are not y, Kings,
diminished in four Merced,
section 5 counties in Yuba

8ccosta_20110528

no

Hard for individual citizens
to have as many
resources as special
interest groups do. The
deadline for citizen
comments is too soon; for
example, the May 23
deadline for comments
affecting June 10 maps
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Author
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City of Residence

County of
Residence

Geographic
Comment?

Summary of Geographic Comment

8ccosta_20110528

5282011

Dolores Shore

no

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8ccosta_20110528

5282011

Dolores Shore

no

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

8ccosta 20110528

5282011

Gerald
Hashimoto

no

yes

Do not let districts cross Bridges (Bay
Bridge, Golden Gate, Richmond, Dumbo).
Do not let districts cross mountain ranges or
hills (Oakland-Berkeley Hills)

8marin_20110523_5pmafter

5232011

Cindy Culcasi

no

yes

Marin and Sonoma should be in a district,
without San Francisco

8marin_20110523 5pmafter

5232011

Jim Ketchum

no

yes

Do not change anything involving Marin.

8marin_20110523_5pmafter

5232011

Edward Patton

no

yes

Combine Marin and Sonoma. San Rafael,
Golden Gate Bridges beginning of Marins
southern district. Do not include Contra
Costa, San Francisco

8marin_20110527

5272011

llene Meyers

no

Larkspur

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,
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Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8ccosta_20110528 no no
8ccosta_20110528 no no
8ccosta_20110528 Bay Bridge, Golden Gate, [no no
Richmond, Dumbo,
Oakland-Berkeley Hills
8marin_20110523_5pmafter no yes Rural and agricultural
components
8marin_20110523 5pmafter no no
8marin_20110523_5pmafter |Marin, Sonoma, San Golden Gate, San Rafael |no no
Francisco, Contra Costa
8marin_20110527 no no
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
8ccosta_20110528 no
8ccosta_20110528 no
8ccosta_20110528 no
8marin_20110523_5pmafter no
8marin_20110523 5pmafter no
8marin_20110523_5pmafter no
8marin_20110527 no
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Organizational
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City of Residence
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Geographic
Comment?

Summary of Geographic Comment

8marin_20110527

5272011

llene Meyers

no

Larkspur

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

8marin_20110527

5272011

Lilka W.
Areton

no

San Anselmo

Marin

yes

Do not put Marin with San Francisco or East
Bay communities. SD Marin, Sonoma, Napa.
CD Marin, Sonoma. AD Southern Sonoma,
Santa Rosa, Rohnert Park, Novato, San
Rafael. Or AD Marin, Southern Sonoma,
Petaluma, Rohnert Park, contiguous part of
Napa

8marin_20110523_5pmafter

5232011

Gini David

no

Novato

Marin

yes

AD Marin and Sonoma, including Santa
Rosa; SD3 Marin, Sonoma, Napa; CD6
Marin, Sonoma

8marin_20110527

5272011

Dominic
DiBlasio

no

Pleasanton

Alameda

yes

AD Marin and Sonoma, including Santa
Rosa; SD3 Marin, Sonoma, Napa; CD6
Marin, Sonoma

8marin_20110527

5272011

Dominic
DiBlasio

no

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Dominic
DiBlasio

no

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

Page 571




Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa San Anselmo, Santa Rosa, no no
Rohnert Park, Novato, San
Rafael, Petaluma, Rohnert
Park
8marin_20110523_5pmafter |Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa no yes Marin, Sonoma, Napa Marin and Sonoma
rural, suburban, family SMART Train, agricultural
oriented. economies
8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa no yes Marin, Sonoma, Napa Marin and Sonoma
rural, suburban, family SMART Train, agricultural
oriented. economies
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110523_5pmafter no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8marin_20110527 5272011 |Lauren no Tiburon Marin yes AD Marin and Sonoma, including Santa
Isaacson Rosa; SD3 Marin, Sonoma, Napa; CD6
Marin, Sonoma
8marin_20110527 5272011 |Terry no Tiburon Marin yes AD Marin and Sonoma, including Santa
Avtonomoff Rosa; SD3 Marin, Sonoma, Napa; CD6
Marin, Sonoma
8marin_20110527 5272011 |Terry no yes Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
Avtonomoff CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,
8marin_20110527 5272011 |Terry no yes reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Avtonomoff Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan
8marin_20110527 5272011 [Michelle no yes AD Marin and Sonoma, including Santa
Belfor Rosa; SD3 Marin, Sonoma, Napa; CD6
Kralovec Marin, Sonoma
8marin_20110527 5272011 [Michelle no yes Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
Belfor CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Kralovec Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay

and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa no no
8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa no yes Marin, Sonoma, Napa Marin and Sonoma
rural, suburban, family SMART Train, agricultural
oriented. economies
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa no yes Marin, Sonoma, Napa Marin and Sonoma
rural, suburban, family SMART Train, agricultural
oriented. economies
8marin_20110527 no no
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
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Source Document Date Name of Organizational |Description of City of Residence County of |Geographic |Summary of Geographic Comment
Author Affiliation? Organizational Residence |Comment?
Affiliation
8marin_20110527 5272011 |Michelle no yes reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Belfor Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
Kralovec (CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan
8marin_20110527 5272011 [William John |no Novato Marin yes AD Marin and Sonoma, including Santa
Keast Rosa; SD3 Marin, Sonoma, Napa; CD6
Marin, Sonoma
8marin_20110527 5272011 [|William John |no Novato Marin yes Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
Keast CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,
8marin_20110527 5272011 [William John |no Novato Marin yes reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Keast Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan
8marin_20110527 5272011 |Giti Underhill |no Novato Marin yes Keep Marin separate from Vallejo and
Sonoma
8marin_20110527 5272011 |Barbara no Novato Marin yes AD Marin and Sonoma, including Santa
Dickey Rosa; SD3 Marin, Sonoma, Napa; CD6
Marin, Sonoma
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa no yes Marin, Sonoma, Napa Marin and Sonoma
rural, suburban, family SMART Train, agricultural
oriented. economies
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa no yes Marin, Sonoma, Napa Marin and Sonoma

rural, suburban, family
oriented.

SMART Train, agricultural
economies
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8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
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8marin_20110527 5272011 |Barbara no Novato Marin yes Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
Dickey CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,
8marin_20110527 5272011 |Barbara no Novato Marin yes reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Dickey Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan
8marin_20110527 5272011 |Sally no San Rafael Marin yes AD Marin and Sonoma, including Santa
Zelikovsky Rosa; SD3 Marin, Sonoma, Napa; CD6
Marin, Sonoma
2riverside_20110528 5282011 |[Carol O no La Quinta Riverside yes Do not combine Coachella Valley with
Donnell Imperial
2riverside 20110528 5282011 |Anonymous |no no
2riverside_20110531 5312011 |Glenn Miller |no Indio Riverside yes Do not combine Coachella Valley with
Imperial
3orange_20110523_5pmafter |5232011 |[Toni no Orange yes Keep Orange County and cities together,
Wickstrom especially San Clemente, Huntington Beach
3orange_20110523_5pmafter |5232011 [Charles and |no Orange yes Keep Orange County and cities together,
Ronea Hart especially San Clemente, Huntington Beach
3orange_20110523_5pmafter (5232011 |Carol no Huntington Beach Orange yes Keep Orange County and cities together,
Woodwort especially San Clemente, Huntington Beach
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Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa no yes Marin, Sonoma, Napa Marin and Sonoma
rural, suburban, family SMART Train, agricultural
oriented. economies
2riverside_20110528 Imperial no no
2riverside 20110528 no no
2riverside_20110531 Imperial no no
3orange_20110523_5pmafter |Orange San Clemente, Huntington no yes
Beach
3orange_20110523_5pmafter |Orange San Clemente, Huntington no no
Beach
3orange_20110523_5pmafter |Orange San Clemente, Huntington no no

Beach
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Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

2riverside_20110528 no

2riverside 20110528 no City Council June 1
2riverside 20110531 no

3orange_20110523_5pmafter no

3orange_20110523_5pmafter no

3orange_20110523_5pmafter no
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3orange_20110523_5pmafter |5232011 [Sandra no Orange yes N Orange County areas of Los Alamitos,
Wojciechowsk Seal Beach and OC portion of Cerritos
[ should sit within Orange County. Huntington
Beach should be with other OC beach
communities. San Clemente should be
grouped with beach communities to north
such as Dana Point
3orange_20110523_5pmafter |5232011 (M. Jane no Laguna Woods Orange yes Put San Juan Capistrano, San Clemente,
Muelle Aliso Viejo, Coto de Caza, Dana Point,
Ladera Ranch, Laguna Niguel, Mission Viegjo,
Rancho Santa Margarita with Orange, not
with San Diegolmperial
3orange_20110524 5242011 |Judy Davis no Orange yes Keep Orange County and cities together,
especially San Clemente, Huntington Beach
3orange_20110524 5242011 |Oldrichand |no Orange yes Keep Orange County and cities together,
Ivana Unger especially San Clemente, Huntington Beach
3orange_20110530 5302011 |Victoria no Anaheim Orange yes Anaheim and Santa in one CD. SD all of
Ramirez Santa Ana, flatlands area of Anaheim,

southwest section of Orange, west section of
Tusting, parts of Stanton and Buena Park.
Nest 2 ADs into one SD, one should be in
Santa Ana with S Anaheim, SW Orange, W
Tustin
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Dividers
3orange_20110523_5pmafter |Orange San Clemente, Cerritos, no no
Dana Point
3orange_20110523_5pmafter |Orange, San Diego, San Juan Capistrano, San no yes Shares tourism, media, Shares commerce
Imperial Clemente, Aliso Viejo, culture
Coto de Caza, Dana Point,
Ladera Ranch, Laguna
Niguel, Mission Viejo,
Rancho Santa Margarita
3orange_20110524 Orange San Clemente, Huntington no no
Beach
3orange_20110524 Orange San Clemente, Huntington no no
Beach
3orange_20110530 Orange Santa Ana, Anaheim, no yes See attached statistics. Working ClassBlue Collar

Tustin, Stanton, Buena
Park

More immigrant, Latinao

demographic
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3orange_20110523_5pmafter no

3orange_20110523_5pmafter no

3orange_20110524 no

3orange_20110524 no

3orange_20110530 no Excited about historic role
that CRC will play in
establishing district
boundaries that clearly
group COls together
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3orange_20110531 5312011 |Victor yes California State Orange yes Do not be afraid to cross cities when
Rodriguez University long Beach, maintaining communities of interest, such as
professor and political the connecting Harbor Boulevard from Santa
sociologist Ana, through Garden Grove, into Anaheim
3orange_20110531 5312011 [Laurie Gooch |no Orange yes San Clemente kept with Dana Point, San
Juan Capistrano, Laguna Beach. Kept in
Orange County
3orange_20110531 5312011 [Mary Carter |no Orange no
3orange_20110531 5312011 |Greg Diamond|no Law Office of Gregory Orange yes CD 40 Seal Beach, Los AlamitosRossmoor,
A. Diamond, attorney Stanton, Garden Grove, Westminster,
Huntington Beach, Fountain Valley, Costa
Mesa (W of 55)
3orange_20110531 5312011 |Greg Diamond|no Law Office of Gregory Orange yes CD 42 Cypress, La Palma, Fullerton, La

A. Diamond, attorney

Habra, Brea, Yorba Linda, Placentia, Yorba
Linda, Anaheim (E of 559190), North
Canyons (Weir), Orange (E of 55) , Villa
Park, Tustin, LemonPanorama Hits.
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Dividers
3orange_20110531 Orange Santa Ana, Garden Grove, no yes Latinos, Asians need to be
Anaheim kept together
3orange_20110531 Orange San Clemente, Dana Point, no no
San Juan Capistrano,
Laguna Beach
3orange_20110531 no no
3orange_ 20110531 Seal Beach, Los 55 no yes Relatively large Asian
AlamitosRossmoor, community, not dominated
Stanton, Garden Grove, by Latino community
Westminster, Huntington
Beach, Fountain Valley,
Costa Mesa
3orange_ 20110531 Cypress, La Palma, 55 no yes Racially diverse, Some diversity in income

Fullerton, La Habra, Brea,
Yorba Linda, Placentia,
Yorba Linda, Anaheim,
Villa Park, Tustin,
LemonPanorama Hts

connecting Asian areas to
west and east
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COI: Why keep together

VRA Sec. 2
Comment

VRA Sec. 5
Comment?

Sec. 5
County

Summary of Sec. 5
Comment

Non-COl-based
Comment

Comment on
Commission Process

3orange_20110531

no

Is 50 CVAP standard is
appropriate measure for
determining if districts
meet first test Gingles test
and if use leads to legally
actionable packing?
Reexamine historical
recordCOl testimony in
determining whether
Latinos form cohesive

group

3orange_20110531

no

3orange_20110531

no

How to find the new map
that just came out on the
website?

3orange_20110531

no

3orange_20110531

no
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3orange_20110531 5312011 |Greg Diamond|no Law Office of Gregory Orange yes CD 46 (shared district) (South OC) Dana
A. Diamond, attorney Point, Laguna Niguel, San Juan Capistrano,
San Clemente, empty East; (NW San Diego
County) PendletonSan Onofre, Oceanside,
Fallbrook, Carlsbad, Vista; but not including
Encinitas, Escondido, San Marcos
3orange_20110531 5312011 |Greg Diamond|no Law Office of Gregory Orange yes CD 47 Santa Ana (W of 55), Anaheim (W of
A. Diamond, attorney 559190), Orange (W of 55)
3orange_20110531 5312011 |Greg Diamond|no Law Office of Gregory Orange yes CD 48 Newport Beach, Santa Ana (E of 55),
A. Diamond, attorney Costa Mesa (E of 55), Irvine, Laguna Beach,
Mission Viejo, Lake Forest, Laguna Woods,
Laguna Hills, Aliso Viejo, Rancho Santa
Margarita, most of Canyon Country
3orange_20110531 5312011 |Greg Diamond|no Law Office of Gregory Orange yes AD (A) Northern La Habra, BreaOlinda,
A. Diamond, attorney Fullerton, Placentia, Anaheim (E of Dale, W
of Harbor, N of Lincoln to SR-57)
3orange_20110531 5312011 |Greg Diamond|no Law Office of Gregory Orange yes AD (B) Central Anaheim (S of Lincoln
A. Diamond, attorney between Harbor Blvd. and SR-57,), Orange
(W of 55), Santa Ana (W of 55).
3orange_20110531 5312011 |Greg Diamond|no Law Office of Gregory Orange yes AD (C) Western Los AlamitosRossmoor,

A. Diamond, attorney

Seal Beach, Garden Grove, Westminster,
Huntington Beach (W of SR-39)
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Dividers
3orange_20110531 San Diego, Orange Dana Point, Laguna no yes Fits well to N SD county, [Mostly well-off, underwater
Niguel, San Juan Lots of retirees, Caucasian|housing prices
Capistrano, San Clemente, population with Latino
PendletonSan Onofre, cultural influences
Oceanside, Fallbrook,
Carlsbad, Vista, Encinitas,
Escondido, San Marcos
3orange_ 20110531 Orange Santa Ana, Anaheim 55 no yes Largely Latino, separate  [Moderate to low income
from Vietnamese
3orange_20110531 Orange Newport Beach, Santa Santa Ana River no no Caucasian, Asian relatively wealthy,
Ana, Costa Mesa, Irvine, underwater housing prices
Laguna Beach, Mission
Viejo, Lake Forest, Laguna
Woods, Laguna Hills, Aliso
Viejo, Rancho Santa
Margarita, Canyon Country
3orange_20110531 La Habra, BreaOlinda, SR-57 no yes North Orange County economic diversity
Fullerton, Placentia, identity, substantial Latino
Anaheim population
3orange_20110531 Anaheim, Santa Ana SR-57, 55 no yes Latino lower-income
3orange_ 20110531 Los AlamitosRossmoor, SR-39 no yes Focused on Vietnamese

Seal Beach, Garden
Grove, Westminster,
Huntington Beach

and western beach cities
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3orange_20110531 no
3orange_20110531 no
3orange_20110531 no
3orange_20110531 no
3orange_20110531 no
3orange_20110531 no
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8marin_20110527

5272011

Sally
Zelikovsky

no

San Rafael

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Sally
Zelikovsky

no

San Rafael

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

8marin_20110527

5272011

Dan Hanlon

no

Novato

Marin

yes

SD Marin, Sonoma, Napa. CD Marin,
Sonoma. AD Southern Sonoma, Santa
Rosa, Rohnert Park, Novato, San Rafael. Or
AD Marin, Southern Sonoma (Petaluma,
Rohnert Park), contig. Napa

8marin_20110527

5272011

Pam McCart

no

Novato

Marin

yes

AD Marin and Sonoma, including Santa
Rosa; SD3 Marin, Sonoma, Napa; CD6
Marin, Sonoma

8marin_20110527

5272011

Jeanne
Hanlon

no

Novato

Marin

yes

AD Marin and Sonoma, including Santa
Rosa; SD3 Marin, Sonoma, Napa; CD6
Marin, Sonoma

8marin_20110527

5272011

Jeanne
Hanlon

no

Novato

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,
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8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa, Rohnert Park, no yes Cultural, commercial,
Novato, San Rafael transportation issues
8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa no yes Marin, Sonoma, Napa Marin and Sonoma
rural, suburban, family SMART Train, agricultural
oriented. economies
8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa no yes Marin, Sonoma, Napa Marin and Sonoma
rural, suburban, family SMART Train, agricultural
oriented. economies
8marin_20110527 no no
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8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
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8marin_20110527 5272011 |Jeanne no Novato Marin yes reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Hanlon Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan
9dnorte_20110530 5302011 |Gordon no Crescent City Del Norte yes Put Del Norte with Humboldt, Mendocino
Bonser
9humbolt_20110523_5pmafter|5232011 ([Michele Fell [no Eureka Humboldt yes Coastal Northern California should not have
boundaries reflect an east-to-west
orientation.
9humbolt_20110523_5pmafter|5232011 |Peg Gardner |no Humboldt yes Include Humboldt in a north-south Northern
California coastal district
9humbolt_20110523_5pmafter|5232011 [Patricia-Anne [no Eureka Humboldt yes Draw Northern California district lines north
WinterSun to south, including Humboldt, Mendocino,
Sonoma
9humbolt_20110524 5242011 |Doris M. yes Dist. 1 National Silver |Fortuna Humboldt yes Do not put Del Norte and Humboldt with
Osburn Haired Legislautre, Redding, Santa Rosa

Represenative
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8marin_20110527 no no
9dnorte_20110530 Humboldt, Mendocino, Del no yes coastal, ruralremote,
Norte shared hardships brought
on by decline of fisheries
and timber industry
9humbolt_20110523_5pmafter no yes Coastal (Eureka) vs.
Urbanizing (Redding)
9humbolt_20110523_5pmafter|Humboldt no yes Dividing in this way
creates more in common
in the interest of
transportation.
9humbolt_20110523_5pmafter|Humboldt, Mendocino, no yes Coastal entities should be
Sonoma kept separate from inland
valleys. There is a
mountain range that is the
natural boundary
9humbolt_20110524 Del Norte, Humboldt Redding, Santa Rosa no no
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8marin_20110527 no

9dnorte_20110530 no

9humbolt_20110523_5pmafter no Do not disenfranchise
Eureka by holding the
cloests meeting 100s of
miles from it. Please hold
a public meeting in
Eureka.

9humbolt_20110523_5pmafter no

9humbolt_20110523_5pmafter no

9humbolt_20110524 no
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9humbolt_20110530 5302011 |Jacqueline no yes In Northern California, do not redraw district
Torres lines horizontally
9lake_20110523_5pmafter 5232011 [James and no Lake yes Keep intact Lake County and District 9
Arthur Wilkie
9mendicino_20110523_5pmaf |5232011 |[BC no Albion Mendocino |yes Keep coastal region embraced by Eel and
ter Macdonald Russian rivers together. Do not change
district 1.
9mendicino_20110523_5pmaf 5242011 |Ann Thrupp |no Mendocino |yes Keep Mendocino with Sonoma, Napa
ter
9mendicino_20110523_5pmaf |4262011 [David Jensen |yes Mendocino Coast Fort Bragg Mendocino |yes Do not make an east-west division of the
ter Audobon Society, northern part of the states
President
9mendocino_20110531 5232011 |Becky Bowen |no Caspar Mendocino |yes Combine Del Norte, Humboldt, Mendocino,
Trinity, Lake, Napa, Sonoma
9mendocino_20110531 5232011 |Dennis Patton |no Mendocino |yes Keep Mendocino, Humboldt, Del Norte
and Andrea together. Keep Mendocino, Lake, Napa, Yolo
Silverstein in same CD. Do not redistrict in an east-west

orientation
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9humbolt_20110530 no yes Communities along Hwy
101 differ immensely from
those living along I-5 and
farther east in the state.
9lake_20110523_5pmafter Lake no yes transportation corridors,  |wine, tourism
parks, lakes
9mendicino_20110523_5pmaf Eel River, Russian River [no yes Coastal, native American
ter areas, caring for land and
ocean. Ocean is
productive.
9mendicino_20110523_5pmaf |Mendocino, Sonoma, Napa no yes North Coast wine industry,
ter commerce, tourism
opportunities
9mendicino_20110523_5pmaf no yes Coastal, not inland.
ter Concerns in different kinds
of environment. United by
Hwy 101.
9mendocino_20110531 Del Norte, Humboldt, no yes Ocean, wildlife, water,
Mendocino, Trinity, Lake, land, birds. 45
Napa, Sonoma conversation
ownershipmanagement.
9mendocino_20110531 Mendocino, Humboldt, Del no yes North Coast, Redwood Agriculture, wine industries

Norte, Napa, Lake, Yolo

Coast, Wine Country
together. Share California
National Monuments,
watersheds. Exist on
North-South Hwy 101
Corridor and Hwy 1 along
coast
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9humbolt_20110530 no Please hold meetings
across all counties in
Northern California before
setting new lines.

9lake_20110523_5pmafter no

9mendicino_20110523_5pmaf no

ter

9mendicino_20110523_5pmaf no

ter

9mendicino_20110523_5pmaf no Commends CRC on

ter efforts to redistrict

9mendocino_20110531 no

9mendocino_20110531 no
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9mendocino_20110531 5232011 |Spencer no Mendocino |yes Keep Mendocino, Humboldt, Del Norte
Brewer together. Keep Mendocino, Lake, Napa, Yolo
in same CD. Do not redistrict in an east-west
orientation
9mendocino_20110531 5232011 |Gregg Smith [yes Office of Emergency |Ukiah Mendocino |yes Mendocino, Humboldt, Del Norte, Lake,
Services Coordinator, Napa, Yolo together. Keep current CDSD.
Mendocino County Do not change northern California to an east-
Fire Warden, Fire west orientation.
Chief of Hopland Fire
Protection District,
9mendocino_20110531 5232011 |Lin Morgan no Mendocino |yes Do not redistrict Northern California in an
Barrett east-west orientation. Keep Mendocino,
Humboldt, Del Norte together
9mendocino_20110531 5232011 |Richard Green|no Mendocino |yes Do not redistrict Northern California in an
east-west orientation. Keep Mendocino,
Humboldt, Del Norte together
9mendocino_20110531 5232011 [M.K. Grady no Mendocino |yes Del Norte, Humboldt, Mendocino, Sonoma

together.

Page 601




Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document

Geographic Comment:
Counties

Geographic Comment:
Cities

Geographic Comment:
Streets/Rivers/Other
Dividers

Neighborhood
Comment?

Community
of Interest?

COIl: Social Interest (s)
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9mendocino_20110531

Mendocino, Humboldt, Del
Norte, Napa, Lake, Yolo

no

yes

North Coast, Redwood
Coast, Wine Country
together. Share California
National Monuments,
watersheds. Exist on
North-South Hwy 101
Corridor and Hwy 1 along
coast

Agriculture, wine industries

9mendocino_20110531

Mendocino, Humboldt, Del
Norte, Lake, Napa, Yolo

no

yes

Coastal, common interest
in combating major
contiguous disaster. Hwy
101, Hwy 1, Hard to travel
to I-5.

9mendocino_20110531

Mendocino, Del Norte,
Humboldt

no

yes

Hard to travel east-west.
Share Hwy 101, 1,
California Coastal National
Monuments, watersheds,
redwood trees, wineries

Agriculture, wine industries

9mendocino_20110531

Mendocino, Humboldt, Del
Norte

no

yes

Hard to travel east-west.
Share Hwy 101, 1,
California Coastal National
Monuments, watersheds,
redwood trees, wineries

Agriculture, wine industries

9mendocino_20110531

Del Norte, Humboldt,
Mendocino, Sonoma

no

yes

College students tend to
study at institutions to
north and south.

Natural resource
economy. Agriculture.
Timber and fisheries,
newer enterprises in
tourism and recreation
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9mendocino_20110531 no

9mendocino_20110531 no

9mendocino_20110531 no

9mendocino_20110531 no

9mendocino_20110531 no
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9placer_20110530 5312011 [Margaret no Placer yes District lines should be drawn based on
Petrovich county lines to keep citizenry true to areas
where people live.
9sacramento_20110523_5pm |5232011 |Gustavo no Board of Education for [Sacramento Sacramento |yes Do not follow the citycounty lines which
after Arroyo Sacramento City divide South Sacramento. Keep
Unified School District, neighborhoods in Trustee Area 4 of South
President Sacramento together
9sacramento_20110523_5pm 15232011 |Chris Parker |no Sacramento Sacramento |yes Keep Citrus Heights, the area west of it
after (Antelope to North Highlands, maybe over to
Natomas) as part of Sacrament County
focused districts
9sacramento_20110523_5pm |5242011 [Vanessa no Sacramento Sacramento |yes Keep finger in South Sacramento together
after Cajina
9sacramento 20110525 5252011 |Gary no Folsom Sacramento |yes Folsom, Granite Bay, El Doardo Hills, Placer
Boatwright County along Lake and American River
9shasta_20110529 5292011 [Jacqueline no no
Torres same
as before
9siskiyou 20110529 5292011 |Dona Farnam |no Siskiyou yes Do not put Siskiyou in Delta District
9sjoaquin_20110523_5pmafte 15232011 |Linda Jimene |no Tracy San Joaquin |yes When dividing San Joaquin, consider that
r North County linked to Sacramento area,
TracySouth County connected with Stockton.
Put Tracy and Stockton in same AD.
9sjoaquin_20110526 5262011 |Brian Ratto no San Joaquin |[yes Keep San Joaquin County whole
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9placer_20110530 no no
9sacramento_20110523_5pm |Sacramento Sacramento no yes
after
9sacramento_20110523_5pm |Sacramento Citrus Heighs, Antelope, no yes Distinct and clear
after North Highlands difference in feel of
communitiesstreetsparks
as moving from
Sacramento County to
Placer County
9sacramento_20110523_5pm |Sacramento no no
after
9sacramento 20110525 Sacramento, Placer Gold River, Folsom, no yes
Granite Bay, El Dorado
Hills
9shasta_20110529 no no
9siskiyou 20110529 Siskiyou no no
9sjoaquin_20110523_5pmafte |San Joaquin Stockton no yes North County open land. |South County agriculture
r South County linked with  |Jalomnds, vegetable
Stockton through I-5, Hwy
99
9sjoaquin_20110526 San Joaquin no yes LGBT community
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9placer_20110530 no

9sacramento_20110523_5pm no

after

9sacramento_20110523_5pm no Thank you for work in

after making this successful

9sacramento_20110523_5pm no

after

9sacramento_20110525 no

9shasta_20110529 no

9siskiyou 20110529 no

9sjoaquin_20110523_5pmafte no

r

9sjoaquin_20110526 no
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9yolo_20110523_5pmafter 5232011 [Joe Krovoza |no City of Davis, Mayor |Davis Yolo yes ADSD with an East-West orientation. Put
Davis with Solano, Napa, Lake. Do not
change Odd Number 5 status of SD. Put
Davis with West Sacramento, Vacaville,
Suisun, Fairfield, Vallejo
9yolo_20110525 5252011 |Pamela no yes Keep together from West Sacramento along
Nieberg [-80 northeast to Solano County (south of
Vacaville, east to Rio Vista)
20110518 5182011 |Anonymous |no yes See attached maps
20110522 5222011 |Raul Flores |no no
20110528 5282011 |Robin no yes Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
Schneider CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,
20110528 5282011 |Robin no yes reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Schneider Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education

(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan
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9yolo_20110523_5pmafter Sonoma, Napa, Lake Davis, Sacramento, no yes East-west orientation will [UC Davis an economic
Vacaville, Suisun, Fairfield, align Davis with COls. engine.
Vallejo Open spaceresource
protection, watershed
policy, Delta protection
policies, transportation
along 1-80.
9yolo_20110525 Sacramento, Solano Vacaville, Rio Vista no yes Yolo-Solano Air Quality
Management District
20110518 no no
20110522 no no
20110528 no no
20110528 no no

Page 608



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

9yolo_20110523_5pmafter no

9yolo_20110525 no

20110518 no

20110522 no If you can look into the
seeds of time,And say
which grain will grow and
which will not,Speak then
to me, who neither beg nor
fearYour favour nor your
hate.

20110528 no

20110528 no
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8marin_20110527

5272011

Paul Elliott

no

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Paul Elliott

no

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

8marin_20110527

5272011

Scott
Schneider

no

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Scott
Schneider

no

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan
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8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
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8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

Page 612



Public Input Written Documents Spreadsheet

Source Document

Date

Name of
Author

Organizational
Affiliation?

Description of
Organizational
Affiliation

City of Residence

County of
Residence

Geographic
Comment?

Summary of Geographic Comment

8marin_20110527

5272011

Pat McGovern

no

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Pat McGovern

no

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

8marin_20110527

5272011

Kathleen
Doyle

no

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Kathleen
Doyle

no

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan
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8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
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8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no
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8marin_20110527

5272011

Albert
DiStasio

no

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Albert
DiStasio

no

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

8marin_20110527

5272011

Amy Chorney

no

Marin

yes

Do not put Marin with SF or East Bay

8marin_20110527

5272011

Cathleen
Gillies

no

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Cathleen
Gillies

no

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

8marin_20110527

5272011

Kevin Denny

no

Mill Valley

Marin

yes

SD Marin, Sonoma, Napa. CD Marin,
Sonoma. AD Southern Sonoma, Santa
Rosa, Rohnert Park, Novato, San Rafael. Or
AD Marin, Southern Sonoma (Petaluma,
Rohnert Park), contig. Napa
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8marin_20110527 no no

8marin_20110527 no no

8marin_20110527 San Francisco, Marin no no

8marin_20110527 no no

8marin_20110527 no no

8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa, Rohnert Park, no yes Cultural, commercial,

Novato, San Rafael

transportation issues
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8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
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8marin_20110527

5272011

Richard Willis

no

yes

Consider conservative suggestions on voting
districts. Latino, Sieera Club, CIJEE plans
are outrageous and biased in favor of
Democrat majorities

8marin_20110527

5272011

Thomas L.
Bires

no

Mill Valley

Marin

yes

AD Marin and Sonoma, including Santa
Rosa; SD3 Marin, Sonoma, Napa; CD6
Marin, Sonoma

8marin_20110527

5272011

Thomas L.
Bires

no

Mill Valley

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Thomas L.
Bires

no

Mill Valley

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

8marin_20110527

5272011

Pam McCart

no

Novato

Marin

yes

SD Marin, Sonoma, Napa. CD Marin,
Sonoma. AD Southern Sonoma, Santa
Rosa, Rohnert Park, Novato, San Rafael. Or
AD Marin, Southern Sonoma (Petaluma,
Rohnert Park), contig. Napa

8marin_20110527

5272011

Joyce Kleege

no

Marin

yes

Separate Marin from San Francisco using
Golden Gate Bridge
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8marin_20110527 no no
8marin 20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa no yes Marin, Sonoma, Napa Marin and Sonoma
rural, suburban, family SMART Train, agricultural
oriented. economies
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa, Rohnert Park, no yes Cultural, commercial,
Novato, San Rafael transportation issues
8marin_20110527 marin, San Francisco Golden Gate Bridge no no
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

8marin_20110527 no

8marin 20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no Thank you for willingness

to serve
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Source Document

Date

Name of
Author

Organizational
Affiliation?

Description of
Organizational
Affiliation

City of Residence

County of
Residence

Geographic
Comment?

Summary of Geographic Comment

8marin_20110527

5272011

Patricia M.

Cook

no

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Patricia M.

Cook

no

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

8marin_20110527

5272011

Regina

no

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Regina

no

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

8marin_20110527

5272011

Roland

no

Marin

yes

Do not join Sonoma and Vallejo
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no
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Source Document

Date

Name of
Author

Organizational
Affiliation?

Description of
Organizational
Affiliation

City of Residence

County of
Residence

Geographic
Comment?

Summary of Geographic Comment

8marin_20110527

5272011

Nuri Sutter

no

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Nuri Sutter

no

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

8marin_20110527

5272011

Morgan Kelley

no

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps submitted by CA
Conservative Action Group. Oppose Sierra
Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay and
Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up Tri-
Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny Citizens
for Constitutional Redistricting Plan, reject
Latino

8marin_20110527

5272011

Morgan Kelley

no

Marin

yes

Policy Forum maps, oppose CA Institute for
Jobs, Economy, Education (CIJEE) plan,
reject Coalition of Asian Pacific Americans
for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR) plan. Reject
Mex American Legal Defense and Education
Fund (MALDEF) plan. Marin and Sonoma.
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma no no
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no
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Source Document

Date

Name of
Author

Organizational
Affiliation?
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Organizational
Affiliation

City of Residence

County of
Residence

Geographic
Comment?

Summary of Geographic Comment

8marin_20110527

5272011

Patty Armanini

no

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Patty Armanini

no

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

8marin_20110527

5272011

John Armanini

no

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

John Armanini

no

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no

8marin_20110527 no
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City of Residence

County of
Residence

Geographic
Comment?

Summary of Geographic Comment

8marin_20110527

5272011

Kernan Jang

no

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Kernan Jang

no

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

8marin_20110527

5272011

Glenda Kitchel

no

El Sobrante

Marin

yes

AD Marin and Sonoma, including Santa
Rosa; SD3 Marin, Sonoma, Napa; CD6
Marin, Sonoma

8marin_20110527

5272011

Glenda Kitchel

no

El Sobrante

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Glenda Kitchel

no

El Sobrante

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

8marin_20110527

5272011

Thomas Bires

no

Mill Valley

Marin

yes

AD Marin and Sonoma, including Santa
Rosa; SD3 Marin, Sonoma, Napa; CD6
Marin, Sonoma
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: Economic Interest
Counties Cities Streets/Rivers/Other Comment? of Interest? (s)
Dividers
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa no yes Marin, Sonoma, Napa Marin and Sonoma
rural, suburban, family SMART Train, agricultural
oriented. economies
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 no no
8marin_20110527 Marin, Sonoma, Napa Santa Rosa no yes Marin, Sonoma, Napa Marin and Sonoma

rural, suburban, family
oriented.

SMART Train, agricultural
economies
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Source Document COIl: Why keep together |VRA Sec. 2 VRA Sec.5 [Sec.5 |Summary of Sec. 5 |Non-COl-based Comment on
Comment Comment? [County |Comment Comment Commission Process
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
8marin_20110527 no
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Geographic
Comment?

Summary of Geographic Comment

8marin_20110527

5272011

Thomas Bires

no

Mill Valley

Marin

yes

Support Bay Area maps being submitted by
CA Conservative Action Group. Oppose
Sierra Club Bay Area plan. Do not cross Bay
and Golden Gate Bridges. Do not carve up
Tri-Valley. Reject San Joaquin Couny
Citizens for Constitutional Redistricting Plan,

8marin_20110527

5272011

Thomas Bires

no

Mill Valley

Marin

yes

reject Latino Policy Forum maps, oppose CA
Institute for Jobs, Economy, Education
(CIJEE) plan, reject Coalition of Asian Pacific
Americans for Fair Redistricting (CAPAFR)
plan. Reject Mex American Legal Defense
and Education Fund (MALDEF) plan

8marin_20110527

5272011

Thelma Ann
Gregory

no

San Rafael

Marin

yes

connect Marin and Sonoma

8marin_20110527

5272011

Mark O Toole

no

San Rafael

Marin

yes

AD Marin and Sonoma, including Santa
Rosa; SD3 Marin, Sonoma, Napa; CD6
Marin, Sonoma

3orange_20110531

5312011

Greg Diamond

no

Law Office of Gregory
A. Diamond, attorney

Orange

yes

AD (D) Central Coast Huntington Beach (E
of SR-39), Fountain Valley, Costa Mesa,
Santa Ana (E of 55), Newport Beach, Irvine
(W of Jamboree or S of 1-405), Laguna
Beach, Aliso Viejo, Laguna Woods, Laguna
Hills (N)

3orange_20110531

5312011

Greg Diamond

no

Law Office of Gregory
A. Diamond, attorney

Orange

yes

AD (E) Central Inland Yorba Linda, Anaheim
(E of 57), Orange (E of 55), Lemon Heights
and Panorama Heights, Villa Park, Tustin,
Irvine (E of Jamboree and N of 1-405),
Foothill Ranch, Silverado, almost all canyons
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Source Document Geographic Comment: [Geographic Comment: |Geographic Comment: |Neighborhood [Community [COIl: Social Interest (s) |COIl: E